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L. 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
INTEGRATION OF SERVICES - HEALTH SERVICES DEPARTMENT (MEDICAL 

WING SPECIALISTS - INTEGRATED GRADATION LIST OF THE 

T. Ć . AND MADRAS PERSONNEL AS ON 1-11-1956 ISSUED . 


. 


PUBLIC ( INTEGRATION ) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. ( P ) 356 . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 6th September 1966 . 
Read : G. Ps. SI. 2-40451/56 /PD dated 29-12-1956 and 2-4-1958. 
2. G.Os. (MS) 716 /61/HLD dated 28-6-1961, MS. 789 /62/HLD 

ted 8-11-1962 and MS. 713/63/HLD dated 3-10-1963. 
.3. G. O.MS. 225/Public dated 30-4-1963. 
4. G. Os. MS. 228/Public dated 6-4-1962, MS. 238 /Public 

dated 11-4-1962 and MS. 442/Public dated 21-8-1962. 
5. G. Os. MS. 290/ Public dated 16-2-1962 and MS: 237 Public 
dated 10-5-1963. 

ORDER 
In accordance with the general principles regarding integration of 
services and equation of posts contained in the G. Os first and third cited 
and in conformity with the orders issued in the G. Os. read as 2nd, 4th and 
5th papers above, Government approve the integrated gradation list of the 

Travancore-Cochin and Madras personnel as on 1-11-1956 in the category 
of Specialists (Medical Wing ) appended to this order . 

2. The Director of Health Services is requested to circulate the list 
among the officers concerned inviting appeals from aggrieved officers, if any , 
to be presented within one month from the date of publication of the list in 
the Gazette and to forward such appeals to Government in the Public 
(Integration ) Department with his comments in each case . 

By order of the Governor , 
G. BHASKARAN NAIR , 

Secretary . 
То 

The Director of Health Services . 
The Accountant General (with C. L.) 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission (with C : L.) 
The Health and Labour Department. 
The Finance Department, 

The Gazette. 
G. 1838 
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COMBINED GRADATION LIST OF THE HEALTH SERVICES 


Qualifications 


SI. 
No. 


Name 


General 


( 1) 


(2 ) 


Special 

(4 ) 


( 3) 


SPECIALISTS GRADE I 


1 


Eapen Thomas 


2 


Kurien George 


1 


K. Raman Pillai 
M. J. Philip 


2 


Intermediate LMS. L.D.S. R.C.S. 

MBBS . LRCPS. 

LRFPS. Ziougnis 

LO DLO . RCPS . 
SPECIALISTS GRADE II ON Rs 
Inter. MBBS. LMS. 

TDD (Wales ) 
do. MBBS. LRCPS . 

LRFPS . D.O. 

DOMS. 
MBBS . TDD . FCCP. 
MBBS. LBS. RCS . 
LMS. Specialist in 

ENT. 
MBBS . Training in 

Radiology 
MBBS. Training in 

Blood Transfusion . 

MBBS. L.O. 
B. A. MBBS. D. L. Sc. 


3 
4 
5 


M. C. Varghese 
Juhn Parackal 
P. Madhava Menon 


6 


I. Z. Thomas 


7 


G. B. Vamana Rao 


8 
9 


T. Vasudevan Nambissan 
C.M. Joseph 


10 
11 


P. T. Chacko 
K. R. Bhaskara Varma 


do . 
Inter . 


MBBS. D.M.R. 
MBBS. D. C.H. 

D.P.E.D. 


SPECIALISTS GRADE III ON Rs. 150-300 


2 
3 


A. R. Thampi (M ) 
P.T. Chacko 
K. R. Bhaskara Varma 


B. A : 


4 
5 
6 


C. J. David 
C , Koshy 
K. Kurien 


MBBS . D. L : 0 . 
MBBS . DMR . 
MBBS. D. P. E. D. 

DCH . 
MBBS , TDD . 

do . 
do . 
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DEPARTMENT (SPECIALISTS — MEDICAL WING ) AS ON 1-11-1956 


Date of 
birth 


Date of 
commencement 
of continuous 

service 


Assigned 
dats 


Remarks 


Dats of 
appointment 

Date of 
to the present confirmation 
post ( quated 
category ) 

(7) (8 ) 


(5 ) 


(6 ) 


(9 ) 


(10) 


ON Rs. 500-800 -- PERMANENT 3 . 


13-5-1080 
1-1-1083 


-12-1938 
24-10-1110 


16-10-1952 
16-9-1955 


16-10-1952 


300-500PERMT. 8 AND TEMP. 1 . 

30-3-1081 22-6-1113 1-9-1950 


1-9-1950 


OD . 


20-7-1909 


16-3-1115 


do . 


do . 


OD . 


10-7-1081 
30-12-1906 
13-10-1905 


18-5-1116 
16-6-1115 
10-8-1117 


do . 
do . 
do. 


do 
7-10-1951 
14-12-1951 


7-10-1078 


3-2-1117 


1-4-1953 


18-6-1953 


14-4-1952 


14-4-1952 


2-4-1955 


OD 


18-7-1907 
17-1-1917 


1-1-1120 
6-1-1120 


18-6-1953 
20-6-1953 


24-9-1955 
28-11-1955 


Super 
numerary 


23-3-1120 


15-7-1082 
20-1-1090 


19-7-1953 
10-6-1954 


PERMT. 38 AND TEMP. 11. 


24-4-1908 
15-7-1082 
20-1-1090 


16-5-1946 
23-3-1120 
1-1-1120 


17-6-1949 
1-9-1950 
do . 


1-9-1950 
do . 


17-6-1949 
1-9-1950 OD . 
do . OD . 


do . 


15-7-1914 
29-9-1908 
31-12-1913 


-7-1946 
21-7-1122 
15-3-1123 


do . 
do . 
do . 


do . 
do . 
do , 


do . 
do. 


OD . 


( 1) 


(2 ) 


( 3) 


(4 ) 


BA 


7 
8 
9 
10 
11 


V. T. Kurien 
C. Narayana Menon 
M.Krishnan Nambissan 
K. Sankaran 
M.P. Gopalakrishnan 


Intermediate 


12 


M.M. Packianathan 


SSLC . 


13 K. U. Warrier 
14 C. Joseph 
15 K. Madhava Menon 
16 Luke Varghese 
17 K. Anantharam 
18 C. Mathai 
19 C. J. Antony 
20 T. M.George 
21 K. T.Mathew 
22 K. P. Bhanunni Nair (M ) 
23 T. Rugmini Amma 
24 E. Appu Menon 


B. A. 


MBBS . DTD . 
LMP. MDR . BIR . 
MBBS . TDD , FCCP. 
LMP. TDD . 
DMS. Special Training 

in T. B. 
LMP. Special Training 

in T. B. 
LMP. TDD . 
MBBS . (Anaesthesia.) 
LMP. ( Eye) 
MEBS . DMR . 
MBBS. (Skin ) 
LMP. Training in T. B. 
MBBS , DLO . 
MBBS. TDD . 
MBBS. (Pacdiatrics) 
MBBS . D. C. H. 
LMP. DMR . 
LMP. (Radiology ) 

X -Ray & Radio 

Training 
LMP. DO . 
MBBS. DLO . 
LMP. Special Training 

in Radiology 
MBBS , D.O. 

do . 
MBBSK L.O. 
MBBS , D.O. 
MBBS. D. L.O. 
MBBS , TDD.. 
MBBS , D.O. 

do . 


25 
26 
27 


George Varghese 
K. Venugopal (M ) 
V.M. Samuel 


28 
29 
30 
31. 
32 
33 
34 
35 


H. Sundareswara Iyer 
V. Sankaran ( M ) 
C.N. N.Nambissan 
M. Prabhakaran (M ) 
K.M. Kassim Mustaffa 

M. A. Abdulla ( M ) 
- T. Gopinatha Menon 

T. Gopinathan 


B.A. 


B. Sc. 


5 


(5 ) 


(6 ) 


(8 ) 


(9 ) 


( 10 ) 


-8-1906 
13-1-1078 
10-9-1917 
19-4-1911 
9.9.1915 


7-8-1123 

1-2-1116 
22-11-1121 

1-3-1122 
22-6-1123 


1-9-1950 

do . 
do . 
do . 
do . 


1-9-1950 
do. 
do . 
do . 
do . 


1.9-1950 
do . 
do. 
do . 
do . 


14-3-1909 


22-6-1123 


do . 


do . 


do . 


26-2-1909 
6-4-1909 
23-1-1087 

3-7-1084 
10-7-1922 

6-6-1086 
23-10-1913 

8-3-1911 
19-8-1919 

3-3-1925 
19-4-1919 
24-4-1084 


27-6-1123 
26-6-1124 
6-8-1124 
10-4-1950 
14-5-1949 
15-3-1118 
20-3-1951 
18-8-1951 
5-10-1951 
8-4-1953 
6-6-1118 
22-4-1118 


do . 
do . 
do . 

do . 
6-12-1950 
17-1-1951 
20-3-1951 
18-8-1951 
5-10-1951 

8-4-1953 
10-7-1953 
9-10-1953 


do . 
do . 
do . 

do . 
8-12-1950 
17-1-1951 
27-3-1951 
7-10-1951 
14-12-1951 

8-4-1953 


do . 
do . 
do . 

do. 
6-12-1950 
17-1-1951 
20-3-1951 
18-8-1951 
5-10-1951 

8-4-1953 
10-7-1953 
9-10-1953 


28-6-1923 
17-5-1927 
14-9-1100 


5-1-1953 
4-4-1951 
9-1-1952 


7-4-1954 
10-5-1955 
24-5-1954 


10-5-1955 


7-4-1954 
15-4-1954 
24-5-1954 


. 


5-2-1922 
2-7-1922 
2-3-1916 
5-11-1926 

1-3-1093 
16-7-1926 

3-3-1927 
21-3-1931 


30-10-1954 

11-2-1954 
13-10-1955 
29-10-1955 

8-6-1949 
24-4-1955 
12-4-1956 
13-4-1956 


30-10-1954 

15-4-1954 
13-10-1955 
29-10-1955 
8-11-1955 
25-1-1956 
12-4-1956 
13-4-1956 


30-10-1954 OD . 
15-4-1954 10-5-1955 
13-10-1955 

NAT 
29-10-1955 29-10-1955 

8-11-1955 
25-1-1956 25-1-1956 

12-4-1956 
13-4-1956 


G : 1838 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public (Services D ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 50810 /SD5/66 /PD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 23rd September 1966 . 
It is hereby notified for general information that the person whose particulars are given below is 
debarred by Government from re-employment in Government Service. 


Depart 


Sl.No. 


Name of 

person 
debarred 


Permanent 

address 


Post hela ment to 


Father s name 


Age and 
date of 
birth 


which hel 
belonged 


Height 


Religion 


Marks of identification 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


9 


10 


1 


5 6 " 


39 
10-1-1103 


1. A scar just below the 

lower lip . 


C.V.Varghese 


Headmaster WelfareSchool, 
Thannithode. 


CharuvilAttachakel, 


GeeVarghese 


JacobiteSyrianChristian 


Education 


Kondi. 


2. A black mole on the 

right fore arm 3 " 
below the elbow 
joint. 


By order of the Governor, 

R. DORAI RAJ, 
Joint Secretary. 


To 


All Heads of Departments. 
All District Collectors . 
All District Judges. 
All District Superintendents of Police. 
The Sceretary, Kerala Public Service Commission (with C L.) 
The Registrar , High Court (with C. L.) 
The Registrar, University of Kerala (with C. L.) 
The Director of Intelligence Bureau , New Delhi (with C. L.) 
The Secretary, Kerala State Electricity Board (with C. L.) 
The Secretary, Vigilance Commission (with C. L. ) 
The General Manager, Kerala State Road Transport Corporation (with C. L.) 
All State Governments (3 copies each ). 
All Departments of Secretariat (all sections). 
The D. I. G. Police ( C. I. D.) Shillong, Assam . 
The Chief Secretary to Government ofMysore (7 copies). 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
INTEGRATION OF Services - PRINTING DEPARTMENT (BINDERS) - FINAL 
INTEGRATED GRADATION LIST OF THE TRAVANCORE -COCHIN 
AND MADRAS PERSONNEL AS ON 1-11-1956 

ERRATUM ISSUED . 


FUBLIC (INTEGRATION ) DEPARTMENT 
G. O (P ) 378 

Dated , Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 
Read :-1. G.O. ( P ) 225 / Public dated 3-6-1966 . 

2. Letter No. Est. 9-27364 /66 dated 26-9-1966 from the 
Superintendent, Government Presses. 

ORDER 
Government order that the names and initials shown against serial 
Nos. 51, 57 and 5 in Column 2 page 6 of the list published with the 
GO. cited will be corrected and read as follows : 

Sl. No. 51 - P. K. Chacko 
Sl. No. 57 - D. Haris 
Sl. No. 65 - B. Bhaskaran Nair . 

By order of the Governor, 
M. VASU MENON , 

Deputy Secretary 
To 

The Superintendent, Government Presses 
The Gazette 
The Education Department 
The Accountant General 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission (with C.L.) 
The Finance Department. 


G. 2012 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
INTEORATION OF SERVICES - AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT - FINAL INTEGRATED 
GRADATION LIST OF THE TRAVANCORE- COCHIN AND MADRAS 

PERSONNEL AS ON 1.11-1956 - ERRATUM ISSUED . 


PUBLIC (INTEGRATION ) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. ( P ) 379 . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 


Read : -1. GO. (P ) 670 /Public dated 5 11-1965. 

2. Letter No. SA ( 1 ) 39120/66 dated 26-9-1966 from the 
Director of Agriculture . 

ORDER 
Government order that the date of commencement of continuous service 
(Column 6 , and date of appointment to the present post (equated category) 
i Column 7 ) and assigned date ( Column 9 ) in respect of Shri 
A.Kimaraswami Pillai, rank No. 103 among Agricultural Assistants on 
p 26 of the printed copy of the list published with the G. O. read first 
will be corrected and read as 3-8-53. 

By order of the Governor, 

M. VASU MENON , 

Deputy Secretary . 
Το 

The Superintendent, Government Presses 
The Gazette 
The Director of Agriculture 
The Agriculture Department 
The Accountant General, Trivandrum 
The S :cretary , Kerala Public Service Commission (with C.L.) 
The Finance Department. 


G. 2011 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
PUBLIC SERVICES - KERALA STATE AND SUBORDINATE SERVICES 

RULES, 1958 - AMENDMENT — ISSUED . 


PUBLIC (RULES) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. (P ) No. 385 , Dated , Trivandrum , 30th September 1966 . 


NOTIFICATION 
In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to Article 309 of the 
Constitution of India and of all other powers hereunto enabling , the Governor 
of Kerala hereby makes the following further amendments to the Kerala 
State and Subordinate Services Rules, 1958, namely: 

AMENDMENTS 
1. In Part I of the said Rules 

for sub-rule ( 13) of rule 2 , the following shall be substituted , 
namely : 

Recruited by transfer 

(13) A candidate is said to be " recruited by transfer " to a 
service 

(i) if his appointment to the service is in accordance with the 

orders issued or rules prescribed for recruitment by 

transfer to the service; and 
( ii) if at the time of his first appointment thereto 
(a) he is either a full member or an approved probationer 

in any other service, the rules or which prescribe a 

period of probation for members thereof: 
Provided that where the Special Rules for a service 

provide for recruitment by transfer to any class or 
category thereof from any specified class or category 
of another service, a candidate shall, unless the recruit . 

ment is made from a post carrying an identical scale of 
G , 2009 . 


. 


2 


pay , be a full member or an approved probationer in 

the class or category so specified , or 
(b ) he is the holder of a post in any other service for which 

no probation has been prescribed , and has put in satis 
faciory service in that post for a period of two years on 

duty within a continuous period of three years" . 
2 : In Part II of the said Rules - the existing rule 28 (a ) shall be 
renumbered as 28 ( a ) (i) and after rule 28 (a ) (i) as so renumbered the 
following shall be added as clause ( ii) 
“ (i ) where the Special Rules for a service provide for appoint 

ment by promotion to any class or category from a 
specified calss or category of such service, no member 
shall be eligible for such appointment unless he is a full 
member or an approved probationer in the class or 

category so specified : 
Provided that if he is the holder of a post in any service 

for which no probation has been prescribed , he shall not 
be eligible for promotion unless he has put in satisfactory 
service in that post for a period of one year on duty 
within a continuous period of two years" . 

By order of the Governor, 
G. BHASKARAN NAIR , 

Secretary. 
To 

All Heads of Departments and Offices, 
All Departments of the Secretariat . 
The Secretary, Public Service Commission (with C. L.) 
The Registrar, University of Kerala ( with C.L.) 
The Registrar, High Court (with C. L.) 
The Secretary , Vigilance Commission (with C.L.) 
The General Manager, Kerala State Road Transport Corpora 

tion (with C. L.) 
The Secretary , Kerala State Electricity Board (with C.L.) 
The Accountant General. 
All Secretaries, Additional Secretaries, Joint Secretaries, Deputy 

Secretaries and Assistant Secretaries to Government. 
The Secretary to Governor 
The Private Secretaries to Advisers. 
The Stenographer to the ief Secretary . 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public (Misc.) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 74227 /M3/66 /PD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 1st October 1966 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by clause ( 1) of Article 299 of 
the Constitution of India , the Governor of Kerala hereby makes the follow 
ing amendment to the Notification No. 69530 /M3/64 / PD dated 22nd 
February 1965 , published in Kerala Gazette No. 13 dated 30th March 1965 
as subsequently amended , namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said Notification , in item V - " in the case of Food and 
Agriculture Department" , after clause (d) , the following shall be added as 
clause (dd ) namely : 

“ (dd ) By the District Agricultural Officers: 

Agreements relating to the Supply of pumpsets and/or Agricultural 
machinery on hire purchase." 

By order of the Governor, 

R. DORAI RAJ, 

Joint Secretory. 
Το 

AllHeads of Departments and Offices 
The Accountant General (with C. L.) 
The Registrar, High Court (with C. L.) 
The Registrar, University of Kerala (with C.L.) 
The Socretary , Kerala Public Service Commission (with C ; L.) 
The Secretary, Kerala State Electricity Board (with C.L.) 
All Departments of the Secretariat 
All Secretaries, Additional Secretaries, Joint Secretaries, Deputy 

Secretaries and Assistant Secretaries 
The Secretary to Governor (with C. L ) 
The Private Secretaries to the Advisers 
The Stenographer to Chief Secretary 


G , 2010 
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PARTI 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
PUBLIC SERVICES - KERALA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION (CONSULTATION ) 

REGULATIONS — 1957 — AMENDMENT - ISSUED . 


PUBLIC (RULES) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. ( P ) No. 391 . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 4th October 1966 . 


NOTIFICATION 
In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to clause (3 ) of Article 
320 of the Constitution of India , the Governor of Kerala hereby makes the 
following amendment to the Kerala Public Service Commissijn (Consulta 
tion ) Regulations, 1957, published in Kerala Gazette No. 15 dated 9th April, 
1957, as subsequently amended , namely : 

AMENDMENTS 
In the annexure to the said Regulations 

in item number 8 under the heading Subordinate Services for the 
words " and clerks" the following words shall be substituted, namely : 
" Junior Superintendents, Head Clerks and Assistants" . 

By order of the Governor , 
G. BHASKARAN NAIR , 

Secretary. 


То 


All Heads of Departments and Offices 
All Departments of the Secretariat. 
The Secretary , Public Service Commission 
The Registrar, University of Kerala 
G. 2038 


(with C , L.) 
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The Registrar, High Court 

(with C. L ) 
The Secretary , Vigilance Commission 
The General Manager, Kerala State Road Transport 

Coi poration 
The Secretary , Kerala State Electricity Board 
The Accountant General 
All Secretaries, Additional Secretaries , Joint Secretaries, Deputy Secre. 

taries and Assistant Secretaries tn Government 
The Secretary to the Governor 
The Private Secretaries to the Advisers 
The Stenographer to the Chief Secretary 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture and Raral Development Department 

(Agriculture Co-operation ) 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. MS. No. 469/66 | Agri. Dated , Trivandrum , 27th September 1966 : 

In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to Article 1309 of the 
constitution of India and of all other powers hereunto enabling, the 
Governor of Kerala hereby makes the following amendments to the Kerala 
Co -operative Subordinate Service Special Rules published under G , O.MS. 
No. 387 /Public (Rules) Department dated 24-7-1962 in Part I of the Kerala 
Gazette No. 31 dated 31-7-1962 , namely : 

AMENDMENTS 
In the said Rules , 
1. In rule 2 , for the words “ Upper Division Clerks " wherever they 
occur, the following shall be substituted namely : 

“ Upper Division Cler:ks/Upper Division Typists " . 
2. In the Table under Rule 5 , in item II in column (3) against the 
entry " Transfer from among persons other than gramsevaks" , 

(i) for the words " Upper Division Clerks" wherever they occur the 
following shall be substituted namely : 

" Upper Division Clerks/Upper Division Typists ” . 
(ii) the following note shall be added at the end , namely : 
" Note: - In the case of Upper Division Typists, they must have passed 
Account Test (Lower) and Manual of Office Procedure" . 

By order of the Governor, 
P. V. BALAKRISHNAN , 

Assistant Secretary . 
To 

The Superintendent of Government Presses. 
The Registrar of Co-operative Societies 
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission (C.L.) 
The Public Department ( (Services Vide U. O , No. 43124,66 SB. 4 

PD . dated 3-6-1966) 
The Public Department (Rules) 
The Public ( SC ) Department 


G , 1983 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
EDUCATION - AIDED SCHOOL STAFF - RevisioN OF PAY SCALES 
ORDERS IN G. O. (P ) 325 /66 /EDN . DATED 14-7-1966– 

IMPLEMENTATION OF - ORDERS Issued . 


EDUCATION ( B ) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. ( P ) No. 500 /66 /Eda . Dated , Trivandrum , 30th September 1966 . 


TE 


Read ;-). G. O. (P ) No. 282/66 /Fin ., dated 28-6-1966. 

2. G. O. (P ) No . 325/66 /Edn., dated 14.7-1966 . 
3. G. O. (P ) No. 324 /66 /Fin ., dated 19-7-1966 . 
4. G. O. ( P ) No. 338/66 /Fin ., dated 27-7-1966 . 
5. G. O. (P ) No. 360 /66/Fin ., dated 4-8-1966 . 
6. Letter No. 107625 /66 / PF (M ) I dated 24-3-1965 from the 
Director of Public Instruction . 

ORDER 
In the G. O. read as second paper above Government have issued orders 
revising the scales of pay of aided school staff . In Rule 2 (d ) of the 
Annexure to that G. O. it has been stated that in the case of teachers, the 
total teaching service in Government and Private Schools will be taken into 
account for the purpose of granting advance increments. The Director of 
Public Instruction has forwarded certain proposals for the implementation 
of the above pay revision orders. After having considered the points raised 
by the Director of Public Instruction Government are pleased to issue the 
following orders. This order will mutatis mutandis apply to Government 
school teachers also . 
1. Service to be reckoned for the purpose of advance increment, 

(i) Service outside the State. - Orders will le issued separately . 

(ii) Service rendered in unaided (recognised ) schools.- Unaided but recog 
nised service will count for advance increments. 
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(iii) Reckoning of trained and unqualified service.- Untrained service in 
Malabar area which did not count for normal increment prior to 1-11-1956 
will count for the purpose of weightage . Unaided service in Cochia area 
will count for weightage because there were definite scales in Cochin . 
Unqualified service will also count for weightage. Service in other Depart 
ments and in the Military will not come under the term " teaching service” 
and hence such service will not count for weightage. But if any such service 
has already been allowed to count for nornal increments as teacher under 
any general order such as Civil Supplies service in Cochin area etc., it will 
be allowed to count for weightage also . 

(iv ) Broken periods of service.--Broken periods of service prior to 
1-6-1959 which qualify for normal increments will count for advance incre 
ment, when the break does not exceed five years. 

(v) Leave without allowance. — Leave without allowances not counting 
for normal increments will not count as service for the purpose of advance 
increments for fixing pay in the revised scales. 

(vi) Service before attaining majority . The service, if any, put in before 
Completion of 18 years of age will be counted for weightage if it had been 
reckoned for normal increments. 

(vii ) Training period . - Period of training for which stipend was given 
will be reckoned for weightage provided the period is counted for normal 
increments. Non -stipendiary period of training will also be reckoned for 
weightage, if selection for training was made while in service. 

(viii ) Service with reference to the tenure and pay of the post. - Service in 
full time posts and posts on fixed pay will count for advance increments 
irrespective of whether the service is permanent, officiating or temporary . 

(ix ) Records to prove service for weightage. - Service Certificates issued 
by the Heads of aided Secondary, Training, U. P. and L. P. Schools will be 
accepted as valid records in proof of service for the purpose of granting 
advance increments. The Educational Officers will test check at least five 
per cent cases. 

The Pay fixation in all cases will be checked and approved by the 
District Educational Officers within a period of one year . To avoid delay 
in the drawal of revised pay pending final approval of pay fixation by the 
District Educational Officer the service certificates issued by the concerned 
Headmasters will be accepted provisionally for purpose of pay fixation . A 
statement of consent of the individual employeo that whatever excess is paid 
to him due to erroneous fixation of pay will be recovered from whatever 
amount thatwill be due to him in future will be obtained in all cases. 
2. Reckoning of D. P. in the case of supervisory allowance etc. 

(i) While determining dearness pay on the existing scale of pay any 
allowance like supervisory allowance drawn by Headmasters of primary 
schools treated as pay or special pay will be eliminated , 
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(ii ) How personal pay allowance granted in the fixation of pay is to be treated 
on promotion . When the pay fixed in the revised scale goes beyond the 
maximum of the scale, the excess over the maximum will be allowed as 
personal pay /allowance to be absorbed in future increase in pay . When 
once the teacher is promoted to a post in a higher scale of pay, pay in he 
Headmaster s scale will be fixed with reference to the maximum of the 
lower scale ignoring the personal pay/allowanco. If the pay so fixed is less 
than the maximum of the lower scale plus the personal pay allowance such 
difference will again be continued as personal pay /allowance until it is also 
absorbed in future increase in pay . 

( iii ) Fixation of pay in the case of promotions and appointments made on or 
after 1-1-1966.- Promotions or appointments made on or after 1-1-1966 will 
be deemed to have been made to the revised scale of the post concerned and 
the pay in such cases will be regulated under the normal rules independent 
of the special rules in the pay revision orders. 

( iv ) Increments due in the pre -revision scale.- Normal increments in the 
pre-revision scale, due on 1-1-1966 or the date ofeffect of the revision , will 
be taken into account for the purpose of fixation of pay in the revised 
scales. 

By order of the Governor, 
P. K. ABDULLA , 

Secretay. 
To 

The Director of Public Instruction 
The Regional Deputy Directors 
The District Educational Officers 
The AccountantGeneral ( This G. O. issues with the concurrerce 

ofthe Fin . Dept.) 
The Finance Department (with reference to No. 48959/PR /66 / Fin . 

dated 20-9-1966 ) 
All Sections of Education department. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
EDUCATION - GRANT - IN - AID CODE FOR PRIVATE ENGINEERING 

COLLEGES AND POLYTECHNICS - AMENDMENT — ISSUED. 
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EDUATION ( G ) DEPARTMNT 
G. O. (P No. 505 /66 / Edn. Dated Trivandrum , 30th September 1966 . 
Read : 1. G. O. (P ) 584 /Edn . dated 31-10-1964 . 
2. G. O. AIS . No. 461,Edn . dated 27-8-1966 . 

ORDER 
Pursuant to the orders contained in the G. O. read as 2nd paper above 
Government direct that for the figures “ 66 2 / 3 % occurring in the proviso 
to Rule 15 ( 1 ) ofthe Grant-in- aid Code for Private Engineering Colleges 
and Polytechnics figures " 85 % " will be substituted . 

2. This amendment shall be deemed to have come into force with effect 
from 1-4-1966 . 

By order of the Governor, 

P. K. ABDULLA, 

Secretary . 
To 

The Director of Technical Education 
The Accourtant General 
The Finance Departınent 
The Superintendent of Government Presses. 
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Health and Labour (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 50679 /H3/66 /HLD . 

Dated . Trivandrum , 2nd August 1966 . 
The award of the Labour Court, Qullon , in respect of the dispute 
between the Management of Thindoorkandy Estate , Mokkum (Kuttanad 
Cardamoms Ltd., Calicut) and& their workmen represented by the Deputy 
General Secretary, the Estates Staffs Union of South India , Kottayam 
received by Government on 26th July 1966 is hereby published under 
Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ). 

By order of the Governor , 

A. RADHA, 

Deputy Sceretary. 
In the Labour Court, (Kerala State) Quilon 

Camp: Ernakulam 
Dated this the 25th day of June , 1966 

Present: 
SHRIM. V. A. DIAS, B. A., B. L., M. S. I. R. ( Chicago ) 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 33/63 

Between 
THE MANAGEMENT 
OF THINDOORKANDY ESTATE , MOKKUM 
(KUTTANAD CARDAMOMS LTD ., CALICUT) 

And 

THEIR WORKMEN 
REPRESENTED BY THE DEPUTY GENERAL SECRETARY, 

THE ESTATES STAFFS UNION OF SOUTH INDIA, KOTTAYAM 
Representations : 
Sri T. C. N.Menon, 
Advocate, 

For the Union . 
Ernakulam 
Sri V. U. Joseph , 
Advocate, 

For the Management. 
Ernakulam 

AWARD 
This is an Industrial Dispute between the Management of Thindoor 
kandy Estate , Mokkum (Kuttanad Cardamoms Ltd., Calicut) and their 
workmen represented by the Deputy General Secretary, the Estates Staffs 
Union of South India, Kottayam over " dismissal of Shri K. M. Augustine" 

G. 1625 . 
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referred to this court for adjudication under Section 10 (1) (c) of the Industrial 
Disputes Act 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947 ) by the Government of Kerala 
in their order Health and Labour Department (Health H ) No. 20890 /H3/63 / 
HLD . dated 27-5-1963. 

In pursuance of notice issued , the parties put in their respective state 
ments. The union examined Sri Bhani , the Deputy General Secretary , 
Estates S afts Union of South India as WWI, the disinissed employee Sri 
K. M. Augustine as WW2, Sri R. Viswanathan Nair, Head Clerk in 
Kuttanad Cardamoms Ltd., Calicut as WW3, and Sri K. C. Ninan , the 
Managing Director of the concern as WW4 and filed Exts . WI to W7. The 
Management examined Sri M. Narayanan Nair , Advocate, Calicut, the 
enquiry officer as EW1, and filed Exts. El to E4. 

The case of the Union is that Sri K. M. Augustine was working as 
Superintendent of Thindoorkandy Estate from October 1947. He was 
started on a salary of Rs. 125 p . m . After a period of six months, though 
the Management had promised to put him on a scale of Rs. 240-600 , he was 
only paid Rs. 230 p . m . Sri K.M. Augustine joined the union in 1954, and 
thereafter the Management has been resorting to various acts of victimisation 
calculated to have him dismissed from service. In 1955 it seems that the 
Management tried to persuade Sri K.M.Augustine to enter on leave for 
two years which he refused to do . His salary was therefore arbitrarily 
reduced from Rs. 250 to 150 , and thereafter no increments were paid to him . 
Sri K.M. Augustine approached the union for getting his grievances 
redressed . TheManagement in their attempt to get Sri K. M. Augustine 
dismissed from service foisted certain false charges against him , and issued a 
charge sheet dated 20-4-1959 . Sri Narayanan Nair, Advocate, Calicut 
examined as EW1 enquired into the charges levelled against Sri 
K. M.Augustine. Hewas ultimately dismissed from service with effect from 
17-3-1960 . According to the union the decision taken by the Management 
to dismiss Sri K. M. Augustine is perverse. The enquiry against him was 
conducted in violation of the principles of natural justice . The claim of the 
union is that Sri Augustine should be reinstated in service with back wages. 

The case of the Management is that the estate of which Sri 
K. M. Augustine was the superintendent, was running at a loss , and Sri 
K C. Ninan Managing Director of the concern , examined as WW4, planned 
to sell a portion of the estate to clear off the debts. The sale was advertised 
in the newspapers. It is alleged that one K. V. Mathew , one M. T.Mathew 
and one K T. Mathew , who intended to buy the estate, visited the place in 
April 1959. Sri K.M. Augustine, is alleged to have behaved rudely to the 
visitors with the intention of making them abandon the idea of purchasing 
the estate . On 21-4-1959 Sri K. M.Augustine was asked to explain his 
conduct by a registered letter. In the reply sent by him on 27-4-1959, he 
used insolent language and attributed base motives to the Managing 
Director. A request from the Managing Director to withdraw the insolent 
letter and apologise to him was turned down by him . Thereafter , on 
10-9-1959 the Managing Director sent one T. C. Kurian from the head office 
to check the tapping and the working of the factory attached to the estate. 
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Sri K. M. Augustine is alleged to have given Sri T. C. Kurian a hard time 
by non -co -operating with him , and also to have threatened him with 
physical injury , as a result of which Sri T. C.Kurian had to leave the estate. 
The explanation of Sri K.M.Augustine was called for. An enquiry was 
conducted in which the persons involved in the misconduct alleged to have 
been committed by Sri K. M. Augustine were examined . Of the five 
charges levelled against Sri K.M. Augustine, the enquiry officer found him 
guilty of the misconduct of having used insolent language in the letter 
written by Si K.M.Augustine on 27-4-1959 to the Managing Director, of 
the misconduct of having aggravated the insolence displayed in the letter 
dated 27-4-1959 by a subsequent letter dated 26-5-1959, of the misconduct of 
wilful insubordination and disobediencc to the lawful and reasonable orders 
ofthe Managing Director dated 10-9-1959 in which Sri T.C. Kurian was 
asked to be accommodated in the estate for the purpose of inspecting the 
tapping and the factory work in the estate, and also of the misconduct of 
having used insolent words and threatened Sri T. Kurian with physical 
violence, in disobedience to the orders issued by the Man ging Director. 
Sri K. M. Augustine was therefore dismissed with effect from 25th March 
1960 from his post as superintendent of Thindoorkandy Estate owned by the 
Kuttanad Cardamoms Limited . 

The learned counsel for the union , on the basis of the evidence recorded 
in this case , argues that the enquiry conducted by EWI was in violition of 
the principles of natural justice in as much as the Managing Director of the 
concern was controlling the proceedings of the domestic enquiry, and that as 
admitted by the Managing Director when examined as WW4. the post of 
the superintendent was decided to be abolished 

even before Sri 
K. M. Augustine had committed the alleged misconducts. The argument 
advanced by the learned counsel for the union that since Sri K.M. Augustine 
could not be got rid of without resistence, the Management was eager to 
dismiss him from service on some ground or other even before the mis 
conducts for which Sri K.M. Augustine was subsequently dismissed , are 
alleged to have been committed , is not devoid ofmerits. 

The learned counsel for the Management represents that in view of the 
peculiar circumstances of this case a reasonable compensation may be allowed 
to Sri K. M. Augustine in lieu of reinstatement, that the dismissal may be 
set aside by this court, and that the Management is prepared to pay Sri 
K. M. Augustine an amount of Rs. 5,000 in satisfaction of all luis claims 
against the Management. The learned counsel for the union agiees. 

in the result, the dismissal of Sri K. M. Augustine is set aside as it is 
seen to have been effected without proper justification . In lieu o reinstate 
ment, an amount of Rs. 5,000 will be paid by the Management to Sri 
K.M. Augustine as compensation . Sri K. M. Augustine has agreed to 
receive the amount, and will have no claims for back wages. An award is 
passed accordingly. 


This award will come into force on the expiry of 30 days after its 
publication in the Government Gazette. 

M. V. A. DIAS, 

Presiding Officer. 

APPENDIX 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Union : 
WWI. 

K. Bhanu 
2 . K. M.Augustine 
3. R. Viswanathan Nair 

4. K. C. Ninan 
Witresess examined on the side of the Management : 

EWI. M.Narayanan Nair 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Union : 
Ext. Wi. Letter of authorisation signed by 32 workers of the estate to 

sponsor the case . 
W2. Copy of letter dated 18-4-1959 from the Union to the 

Management. 
W3. Copy of letter dated 21-4-1959 from the Managing Director 

to the superintendent, Thindoorkandy Estate . 
W4. Letter dated 25-1-1955 from the Managing Director to 

Augustine. 
W5. Letter dated 31-8-1957 from the Managing Director to the 

Superintendent, Thindoorkandy Estate . 
W6 . Do. 

dated 24-5-1959 . 
W7. Do. 

dated 15-4-1959 . 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Management: 

El . Enquiry proceedings. (Paper Book ) 
1A . Findings of the enquiry . 
E2 . Statement submitted by Augustine before the enquiry officer 
E3 . Copy of letter dated 13-11-1959 from T. C. Kurian , 
E4 . Cover with letter from the union contained in page 87 ofEl. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health & Labour (H ) Denaria.ezt 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 59659 /H4 /66 /HLD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 3rd September 1968 . 
The award of the Labour Court, Quilon in respect of the dispure 
between the Management of Chittavurrai Estate, Munnar and the workten 
of the Estate represented by the Devicolam Estates Workers Union, Alunnar 
received by Governmenton 2nd August 1966 is hiereby pated under 
Section 17 of the Industrial Dispute Act, 1997 (Central Act SIV of 1947). 

By order of theGovernor, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Deduty Secretary. 
In the Labour Court, (Kerala State ) Calloa 

Camp: Munnar 
Dated this the 12th day of August , 1966 

Preser:i : 
SHRI M. V. A. DIAS, B. A., B.L., M. S. I. R. (Chicago) 

Іл 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE Nc: 67/63 

Beleten 
THE MANAGEMENT 
OF CHITTAVURRA ESTATE, MUNNAR 

And 

THE WORKMEN , 
OF THE ESTATE REPRESENTED BY THE DEVICOLAS ESTATES 

WORKERS UNION ,MUNNAR 
Representations: 
Sri C. A. Kurian , 

For the Union 
General Secretary , 
Devicolam Estate Workers Union , 

Munnar . 
Sri P. M. Alexander , 

For the Vanagement 
M /s. Menon & Pai, 
Advocates, Ernakulam . 

AWARD 
This is an Industrial Dispute between the Management of Chittavurrai 
Estate , Munnar and the workmen of the Estate represented by the 
Devicolam Estates Workers Union , Munnar over the " Dismissal of 

G. 1807 
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SarvashriMariappan and Sirnamadan " referred to this Court for adjudi 

cation under section 10 ( 1) (c ) of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (Central 
" Act XIV of 1947) by the Government of Kerala in their Order, Health and 
Labour Department (Health H ) No. 54764 /H4/63 /HLD dated 20-11-1963. 

In pursuance of notice issued , the parties put in their respective state 
ments . The Union examined the dismissed workman Sri Mariappan as 
WW1, one Madan Shanmugham , a sanyasi of Munnar , as WW2, the dis 
missed workman Sri Sir namadan as WW3, one Chinnappan Veeraswamy, 
asWW4, and Sri C. A. Kurian , the General Secretary of the Devicolam 
Estates Workers Union as WW5, and filed Exts. W1 to W7. 

SriMoriappan was dismissed from service on 31-1-1963 for the alleged 
misconduct cf having disobeyed the orders of the Management in that he 
refused to vacate the quarters in which he was residing at the time and move 
into another room allotted to him . He was given several opportunities to 
shift his residence into the room allotted to him , but he refused to comply 
with the orders. Tewas therefore dismissed from service after an enquiry . 
According to the Union , the room allotted to SriMariappan was smaller in 
size than the one he was occupying . The wife of Sri Mariappan was 
pregnant at the time, and it was believed that a shifting of the residence 
when a woman is in advanced pregnancy would bring ill-luck to the family. 
Worker Chinnamadan was dismissed from service on 22-1-1963 for doing 
bad work while weeding, and when asked to rectify the mistake , for having 
behaved in a riotous manner, for using vulgar language against other 
workers, and also for having abused and threatened to beat the conductor 
who questioned him in the matter . Sri Sinnamadan was dismissed from 
service after an enquiry . According to the Union , the domestic enquiry in 
respect of both the dismissed workmen was conducted in violation of the 
principles ofnatural justice in that it is alleged that they were not given 
opportunities to adduce evidence to prove their innocence. 

Today when the case was taken up , a joint memorandum of settlement 
is filed by the parties to the dispute. The Management agrees to convert 
the dismissal of Sri Mariappan to discharge. Hewill be paid gratuity for 
his last continuous service. The Union agrees to give up the case of Sri 
Sinnamadan . The parties request that an Award be passed in terms of the 
joint memorandum of settlement, 

In the result, an Award is passed in terms of the jointMemorandum of 
Settlement, shown as annexure to this Award . 

This Award will come into force on the expiry of 30 days after its 
publication in the Government Gazette . 


M. V. A. DIAS , 
Presiding Officer 
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Appendix 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Union : 
WWI. Mariappan . 
WW2. Shanmugham , 
WW3. Chinnamadan . 
WW4. Veeraswamy. 
WW5 . C. A Kurian . 

Witnesses examined on the side of the Management: 
Nil. 

Exhibits marked on the side of the Union : 
Ext. Wi. Copy of letter dated 16-3-1963. 
W2. Copy of demand submitted by the Union to the Manage 

ment. 

Show cause notice isued to Chinnamadan . 
W4 . Dismissal order issued to Chi dan . 
W5. Dismissal order issued to Mariappan . 
W6. Proceedings of the meeting dated 23-1-1963. 
17. 

Do. 

dated 3-2-1963 . 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Management. 

Nil. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 59660/H4/ 66 /HLD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 5th September 1966 . 
The award of the Labour Court, Quilon in respect of the dispute 
between the General Manager, Kannan Devan Hills Produce Co., Ltd., 
Munnar and the workmen ofthe above concern represented by the Estates? 
Union of South India, High Range Branch , Munnar received by Govern 
ment on 2nd August 1966 is hereby published under Section 17 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947). 

By order of the Governor , 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Deputy Secretary . 
In the Labour Court, (Kerala State) Quilon 

Camp : Munnar 
Dated this the 12th day of August 1966 . 

Present : 
SHRI M. V. A. DIAS, B. A., B. L., M. S. I. R. (Chicago ) 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 14 OF 1964 

Between 
THE GENERAL MANAGER 
KANNAN DEVAN HILLS PRODUCE Co. LTD., MUNNAR 

And 

THE WORKMEN 
OF THE ABOVE CONCERN REPRESENTED BY THE ESTATES STAFFS 

UNION OF SOUTH INDIA , HIGH RANGE BRANCH , MUNNAR 
Representations : 
Sri M. V. Joseph 

For the Union . 
Advocate, Ernakulam . 
Sri P. M.Alexander , 

For the Management 
M /s. Menon and Pai, 
Advocate, Ernakulam . 

AWARD 
This is an Indstrial Dispute between the General Manager, Kannan 
Devan Hills Produce Co. Ltd., Munnar and the workmen of the above con 
cern represented by the Estates Staffs Union of South India, High Range 

G. 1876 . 
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Branch , Munnar over " denial of promotion to Shri C. T. Thomas, Assistant 
Tea Maker,Madupatty Estate ” referred to this Court for adjudication under 
Section 10( 1)(c) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 
1947) by the Government of Kerala in their order Health and Labour 
Department (Health H ) No. 7488 /H4 /64 /HLD . dated 19-2-1964 . 

In pursuance of notice issued , the parties put in their respective state 
ments. The Union examined Sri C. T. Thomas, the Assistant Tea Maker 
under reference, as WWI, and filed Exts . W1 to W11. 

The case of the Union is that Sri C. T. Thomas was employed as an 
Assistant Tea Maker from 1939, on a grade of Rs. 90-180, and that he has 
been acting as a tea maker on several occasions during the absence of the 
tea maker on leave. Usually an assistant tea maker is promoted as tea 
maker on a grade of Rs. 190-250 . In May 1962 in preference to Sri C. T. 
Thomas, Sri Jesudas, junior to him in service, was promoted as tea maker 
when a vacancy of tea maker arose. It is alleged by the Union that the 
denial of promotion to Sri C. T. Thomas is unjustified , in violation of the 
rule of seniority , and without bonafides. According to the Management, for 
the purpose of promotion seniority together with allied factors are to be taken 
into consideration , and Sri C. T. i homas has no right to be promoted 
merely because he is senior to certain others . It is alleged that the work of 
a tea maker is a specialised job involving supervision of tea making, and that 
the Managementmust have full liberty to chose persons whom they feel are 
the best suited for such job . It is further alleged that the Management took 
into consideration the record of work done by Sri C. T. Thomas while he 
was acting as tea maker , and that because there happened to be a number of 
adverse reports about Sri C. T. Thomas, he was not promoted . Sri C. T. 
Thomas will be promoted when the Management is satisfied that he is suita 
ble for promotion . 

However , the Management has since promoted Sri C. T. Thomas as 
tea maker . The Secretary of the Estates Staffs Union of South India , High 
Range Branch, Munnar represented before court today that since Sri C. T. 
Thomas has been promoted , the dispute is not pressed . In the circumstances, 
there is no Industrial Dispute for adjudication now before this court. An 
Award is passed accordingly . 

This Award will come into force on the expiry of 30 days after its publi 
cation in the Government Gazette . 

M.V. A. DIAS, 

Presiding Officer 

Appendix 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Union : 

WW1. C. T. Thomas . 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Management : 


Nil , 
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Exhibits marked on the side of the Union : 
Ext. W 1. Copy of letter dated 22-7-1961 from C. T. Thomas to the 

General Manager, K. D. H. P. Co., Munnar . 
W 2. Copy of reply dated 24-7-1961 from the GeneralManager 

to C. T. Thomas. 
W 3. Copy of letter dated 28-7-1961 from C. T. Thomas to the 

General Manager, 
W 4. Copy of letter dated 3-6-1962 from the Union to the 

Management. 
W 5. Copy of reply dated 12-6-1962 from the Management to 

the Union . 
W 6. Copy of letter dated 10-4-1963 from the General Manager 

to the Union . 
W 7. Copy of letter dated 30-8-1963 from the Union to the 

Deputy Labour Officer, Munnar. 
W 8. Copy ofletter No. 513/63 dated 9-9-1963 from the Deputy 

Labour Officer to the Union . 
W 9. Copy of letter from the Management to the Deputy 

Labour Officer dated 7-9-1963. 
w10. Copy of invoice No. 32/34 and 35/36 . 
W11. Copy of invoice No. 37/40, 41/43 and 44 . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour ( H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 58287/H4/66 /HLD . 

Dated, Tritandrum , 27th August 1966 . 
The award of the Labour Court, Quilon in respect of the dispute 
between the Managing Director, Federal Bank Limited, Alwaye and the 
workmen of the Bank represented by the All Kerala Bank Employees 
Federation , Y. M. C. A. Road , Trivandrum received by Government on 
25th August 1966 is hereby published under Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 ( Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Deputy Secretary . 
In the Labour Court, (Kerala State ) Quilon 

Camp: Ernakulam . 
Dated this the 4th day of August 1966 . 

Present: 
SHRI M. V. A. DIAS, B. A., B. L., M. S.I.R (CHICAGO ). 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 20 of 1964: 

Between 
THE MANAGING DIRECTOR , 

FEDERAL BANK LTD ., ALWAYE 


And 


THE WORKMEN 
OF THE BANK REPRESENTED BY THE ALL KERALA BANK EMPLOYEES 

FEDERATION , Y. M.C. A. ROAD , TRIVANDRUM . 
Representations : 
Sri M. P. Menon , 
Advocate, Ernakulam . 

For the Usion . 
Sri B. S. Krishnan , 
Advocate , Alleppey 

For the Management. 

AWARD 
This is an Industrial Dispute between the Managing Director, Federal 
Bank Ltd., Alwaye and the workmen of the Bank represented by the All 
Kerala Bank Employees Federation , Y. M. C. A. Road , frivandrum over 
the " dismissal of Sri P. D. Varkey " referred to this court for adjudication 

G. 1793. 
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ments. 


a peon 


under Section 10 (1) (c) of the Industrial Disputes Act 1917 ( Central Act XIV 
of 1947) by the Government of Kerala in their order , Health and Labour 
( H ) Department No. 11021/H4/64 /HLD . dated 6-3-1964 . 
In pursuance of notice issued, the parties put in their respective state 

The union examined Sri M. T. John , the Sceictary of the Federal 
Bank Employees Union as WWI, Sri P. D. Varkey, the dismissed peon as 
WW2 Sri K. J. Dominic, a clerk attached to the Federal Bank at Alwaye as 
WW3. and Sri P. R. Balakrishna Panicker, peon attached to the Federal 
Bank at Alwaye as WW4, and filed Exts. Wi to W8. The Management 
examined Sri E. P.Mathew and S i E.M.George, from whom the dismissed 
peon Si P. D. Varkey is alleged to have taken gifts of Rs. 25 and Rs. 5 
respectively , as EWI and EW2, Sri K. J. Mathew and Sri E. V. Philip, 
from whon peon Sri P. D. Varkey is alleged to have asked for help , as EW3 
and EW4 respectively, Sri K. P. Hormis , the anaging Director of the 
Federal Bank Ltd .. as EW5, and Sri Gervacise Thachil the agent of the 
Federal Bank at Angamali,where the dismissed peon Sri P. D. Varkey was 
working at the time of the misconduct alleged against him , as EW6, and 
filed Exts . El to E12. 

The case of the Management is that Sri P. D. Varkey was 
attache i to the Angamali branch of the Federal Bank Ltd., that in violation 
of clau:e 22 of the Service Rules applicable to the employees of the Bank , 
which lays down that en ployees shall not solicit or accept any gift from the 
constituents or from any other employees of the Bank, he accepted an 
amount of Rs. 25 fr m Sri E. P.Mathew examined as EW1and Rs. 5 from 
Sri E. M. Geo ge examined as EW2, and that he solicited gifts from several 
othe const fuents ofthe Bu k including Sri K. J.Mathew ex iinined as EW3 
and S i E. V. Prilip Exa nine i as EW4. Sri Gervacise Th chil, who was 
then the ageat of the Angamali branch ol the Federal bank informed the 
Managing Director in a le ter dated 28-1-1963 proved as Ext. E7, that 
Sri P. D. Varkey was collecting money from local merchants for the 
construction of a house, and requested that the peon may be transferred 
from there to someother branch of the Bank. The Managing Director 
Sri K. P. Hormissuspended the peon with effect from 30-1-1913 by his or ler 
proved as Ext.W4. The peon was also directed by a memo dated 31-1-1963, 
proved as Ext. W5, to present himself before the Minaging Director and 
submit his explanation in the matter by way of furnishing the names of all 
thuse persons from whom he had been receiving or soliciting money, whether 
as a loan or as a gift , and other details, to be submitted within three hours. 
Ext. E2 is the explanation submitted by Sri P. D. Varkey on 31-1-1963, in 
which he admitted having received loans from certain constituents of the 
bank as he happened to be hard pressed for money for the completion of a 
house which he was constru ting at the time. The formal charge-sheet 
dated 8-5-1963, proved as Ext. W7, was served on Sri P. D. Vai key inti 
mating that the enquiry agains him will be held on 18-5-1963 at Alwaye, 
On that date the enquiry int the alleged mis onduct started with a detailed 
examination or cross- examination of Sri P. D. Va,key by the Minaging 
Director who acted as the enquiry officer. The enquiry was completed at 
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Angamali by examining EW s. I to 4 and 6 on 27-5-1963 and on 4-7-1963. 
SiP. D. Varke was given an opportunity to cross-exanine these winesses, 
but he declined to do so. He a.so did not care to examine any witnesses on 
his side. The Minaging Director Sri K. P. Hornis came to the conclusion 
that Si P. D. Vaikey had , in violatin . f clause 22 of the Srvice R.les of 
theBank , accepted giſts fiom Sri K. P. Mathew ani Sri E. M. Geo ge and 
that it will not be in the interest of the Management to repose any 
confidence” in SiP. D. Varkey or to allow him to continue in service 
Hewas therefore d smissed from service by an order dated 19-7-1963, proved 
as Ext. W8. The Management maintains that a full and fair opportunity of 
proving his innocence was given to Sri P. D Varkey during the domestic 
enquiry, ard that the Managing Director, who himself was th- enquiry 
officer, came to the bona fide conclusion on an appreciation of the evidence 
adduced before him , that Sri P. D. Varkey deserves to be dismissed from 
sei vice. TheManagement however contends that a substantial number of 
workmen attached the Bank have not espoused the cause of 
Sri P. D Varkey, and that as such the dispute has not assumed the character 
of an Industrial Dispute, but is only an individual dispute. 

The contention of the Uuion is that Sri P. D. Varkey had put in 
13 years of unblemished service with the Federal Bank, and was dr wing a 
salary or Rs. 73 p . m . at the time of his dismissal from servie on 19-7-1963. 
Sri P. D. Varkey was suspended with cflect from 30-1-163 . Hwas 
directed to report before the Managing Director, at Alwaye on 31-1-1963, 
and was told by the Managing Director that he was soliciting and re eiving 
gifts from the constituents of the Bank. He was asked to put in his 
resignation forthwith . When Sri Varkey refused to put in his resignation , a 
memo was served on him allegiig that he was in the habit of receiving 
money both as loans and gifs from the constituents of the Bank and direct. 
ing him to explain his conduct within three hours. Sri P. D. Varkey 
offered his exp anation in which he stated that he had obtained loans from 
certain persons known to him in Angamali , as he was hard p : essed for money 
as he was engaged in the construction of a house. Whi e Si P. D Varkey 
was under suspension , the Union took up the matter with the 
Management, as a result of which Sri P. D. Varkey received a 
munication on 8-5-196 styled as a charge sheet , intimating that the 
domestic enquiry would commence on 18-5-1963 at. Alwaye. Without 
asking for an explanation , the enquiry was started on 18-5-1963 by the 
Managing Direcior himself . Sri P. D Varkey was cross -ex.imined at length 
by the Managing Director in an atempt to collect self incriminating state 
ments from him The enquiry was continued at Ang mali on 27-5-1963 and 
on 4-7-163 by theManaging Director himself, culminating in the disnissa 
of Sr P. D Varkey on 19-7-1963. The Union alleges that the enquiry 
officer had made up his mind even before the commencement of the enquiry 
that Sri P. D. Varkey has to be dismissed from service, and hence he could 
not and did not approach the matter with an open mind. The detailed 
examination of Sri P. D. Varkey by the Managing Director at the commence 
ment of the enquiry has viljated the entire domestic enquiry according to the 
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union , as the burden of supplying necessary evidence for dis nissal was 
put on the delinquent, in as much as the Managing Director who had 
previously enquired privately into the matter was using his person . I know 
ledge and extraneous information against the peon during the examination . 
The enquiry officer according to the union was acting as a witness in the 
domestic enquiry , and even went to the extent of asking Sri P. D. Varkey 
whether he wanted to put any questions to the enquiry, officer. The union 
therefore alleges that the enquiry was conducted in violation of the principles 
of natural justice, and that the findings of the enquiry officer are perverse. 
The Management is also alleged to have taken an unfair attitude in as much 
as on 31-1-1963 the delir quent was asked to submit his explanation within 
three huurs, and that too while he was confined in the office of the Federal 
Bank at Alwaye. It is the case of the Union that Sri P. D. Varkey had only 
taken loans from Sri E. P. Mathew and E.M. Leorge which he had repaid, 
and that as such the Management was acting without bonafides when a 
decision was taken to dismiss Sri P. D. Varkey from service . 

The evidence given by WWI, WW3 and WW4, supported by Exts. W1 
to W3, goes to show that the cause of Sri P D. Varkey was taken up by the 
upion by a resolution dated 23-7-1963 , proved as Ext. Wi, in which nine 
employees of the Feder al Bank at Alwaye including WW3 and WW4 have 
signed . The learned counsel for the Management does not however press 
the contention taken up in the written statement that the dispute is only an 
individual dispute. The evidence on record proves beyond any doubt that 
the dismissal of Sri P. D. Varkey was taken up by the All Kerala Bank 
Employees Federation at the instance of some employees of the Federal Bank 
Ltd., and that as such the dispute has assumed the character of an Industrial 
Dispute. 

The evidence given by EWs. 1 to 4 goes to show that Sri P. D. Varkey 
had solicited and also taken gifts from the constituents of the Bank in viola 
tion of clause 22.of the Service Rules of the Bank, proved as Ext. E12. 
Clause 22 of the Service Rules lays down that " the employees shall no: 
solicit or accept any gift from the constituents or from any other entployees of 
the Bank ” . The learned counsel for the Union has been arguing at length 
that Sri P. D. Varkey had taken only a Joan of Rs. 25 from EWI, Sri 
E. P. Ma hew , and a loan of Rs. 5 from LW2, Sri E. M. George, and that 
the circumstances in the case would show that the money admittedly received 
by Sri P. D. Varkey was not by way of a gift or donation as alleged by the 
Management. EWs. 1 and 2 swear before this court that Sri P. D. Varkey 
approached them with a request for help as he was engaged in the construc 
tion of a house, that the amounts were handed over by them to Sri 
P.D. Varkey as a gift, and that they did not intend to take it back or expect 
Sri P. D. Varkey to repay the amounts. EW3 and EW4 gave evidence that 
Sri P. D. Varkey asked them for help, but that they declined to give him 
any help. The mere fact that Sri P. D. Varkey returned the amounts to 
EWs. 1 and 2 does not, in my opinion , alter the nature of the transaction 
from a gift to a loan , in as much as it was only after a charge was levelled 
against him that he made up his mind to return the amounts to EWs. 1 
and 2. EW1, to whom the amounts were returned , further swears before 
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court that Sri P. D.Varkey informed him at the timeof repayment that he 
had got into trouble by taking themoney from him . It is evident that 
Sri P. D. Varkey was not returning the amount as a repayment of a loan , 
from the fact that even the amount ofRs. 5 which he had taken from EU12, 
Sri E.M.Georg , was handed over to EWI in the absence of EW2. It is 
evident that Sri P. D. Varkey was repaying the amounts under some pressure , 
obviously becau e he was charged with the misconduct of having received 
gifts from the constituents of the Bank. The evidence given by EW . 1 to 4 
tally with the evidence given by them at the domestic enquiry. I have no 
hesitation in coming to the conclusion that EWs. 1 and 2 could be relied 
upon to show that Sri P. D. Varkey in violation of clause 22 of the Service 
Rules applicable to him as an eraployee of the FederalBank Ltd., received 
giſts from the constituents of the Bank . 

The only point therefore for consideration in this case is the contention 
raised by the Union that the enquiry against Sri P. D. Varkey has been 
conducted in violation of the principles of natural j stice, and that as such 
the enquiry is vitiated to the extent that the findings entered by the enquiry 
officer are preconceived, and have to be discarded. It is argued that an 
independent conclusion or decision regarding the guilt of the delinquent has 
to be taken by this court on the evilence adduced before it, with the result 
that the dismissal takes effect only from the date of such finding by this 
court. 

It is seen from the enquiry proceedings produced before court that 
the enquiry against Sri P. D. Varkey started with a detailed examination , 
nay, cross-examination , of Sri P.D. Varkey by the Managing Director who 
was the enquiry officer. This is no doubt a grave infirmity which would 
vitiate the domestic enquiry as pointed out by the Honourable Supreme 
Court of India in a decision reported in 1963 II L L 0-396 . 
· Their lordship held " the other infirmity in the present proceedings 

flows fiom the fact that the ei quiry has commenced with a close 
examination of Malak Ram himself. Sone of the questions 
put to Malak Ram clearly sound 49 questions in cress -examina 
tion . It is necessary to emphasise that in domestic ei qui,ies the 
employer should take steps first to lead evidence against the 
workman charged , give an opportunity to the workman to cross 
examine the said evidence and then should the workman be asked 
whether he wants to give any explanation abo it the evidence led 
against him . It seems to us that it is not fair in domestie 
enquiries against industrial employees that the very commencement 
of the enquiry, the employee should be closely cross-examined 
even before any other evidence is led against him . In dealing 
with domestic enquiries held in such industrialmatters, we cannot 
overlook the fact that in a largemajority of cases, en ployees are 
likely to be ignorant, and so, it is necessary not to expose them to 
the risk of cross-examination in themanner adop ed in the presens 
enquiry proceedings. Therefore, we are satisfied that Mr. Sule it 


right in contending that the present enquiry proceedings by 
which Malik Ram was elaborately cross-ex imined at the outset 

constitutes another infirmity in this enquiry .” 
Further their Lordships held , while discussing the propriety of a person 
having persona knowledge of the misconduct nder enquiry conducting the 
domestic enquiry, “ we ....think it is d siiable that the conduct of domestic 

enquiries should be left to such officers of the employer who are 
not likely to import their personal knowle ige into the procec:dir,gs 

which they are holding as enquiry officers." 

It has furt ier been made out that soon after the delinquent peon was 
suspended from service wit effect from 30-1-1963, he was summoned to the 
head office to meet theManaging Director. The Man ging Director when 
examined as EW5 would have us believe that he could not find time to 
meet Sri P. D. Varkev on that day as desired . Sri P. D. Varley , on the 
other hand, swears before court that he was asked to put in his resignation 
at the interview , which he refused to do. Adm ttedly , a notice was served 
on the delinquent proved as Ext. W5 on 31-1-1963 by whii h he was asked 
to put in his explanation within three hours. He was also not allowed to 
leave he office before the explanation was submitted A charge-sheet was 
served on Sri P. D. Varkey on 8-5-1963, only after the u ion had intervened 
on his behalf No explanation had been called for in that charge sheet, 
proved as Ext. W7. Meanwhile it is evident that the Managing Director 
had ma e enquiries into the alle ed misconduct by questioning the witne ses 
involved in the transactions complained of, and had already made up lois 
mind regarding the guilt of the delinquent. This is evi ent from he trend 
of quest ons put to him by the Managing Director on 18-5 1963 when the 
enquiry was staried . Moreover in Ext. W7, styled as the ch r: e-sheet in 
this case dited 8-5-1 63, siged by the Managing Director, the delu.quent 
has been told that the alleged misconduct stands proved against him . The 
contention raised by the learned counsel for the union that the enquiry 
officer was prejudiced against the peon as he had, prior to the dornestic 
enquiry, enquired into the alleged misconduct ir vately ly questioning the 
witi.esses , who were examined in the domestic enquiry, or that the enquiry 
officer had already forı ed an opinion regarding the guilt of the delinquent, 
and as such the domestic enquiry was done in violation of the principles of 
natural justice, and the findings are vitiated, in my opinion , are not devoid 
oferits . No doubt Sri P. D. Varkey has been consistent in his defence 
by stating at all stages of the enquiry proceedings that themoney transactions 
between himself and certain constituents of the bank were in the nature of 
loans, and not giſts . 

It is a well- established principle of law that whe a workman is dis 
missed on the basis of a domestic enquiry, and it has pens that the erquiry 
is found to be vitiated by the Labour Court to which a reference is inade , 
the employer is at liberty to adduce evidence before the court to sustain the 
action taken by him , and that the Labour Court could decide the case in 
the light of the evidence add Iced be ore it. If the misconduct alleged is 
seen proved from the evidence thus adduced before court, the court can 
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refuse to interfere with the order passed by the Management, but the 
employee will be entitled to his wagrs for the period until such time the 
misc nduct is made out or proved ny the Management before the Court. 
In a decision by the Hon. Supreme Couit of India reported in 1959 (II) 
ILJ- 388, it was held that where no domestic enquiry was conducted in a 
petition under Section 33 of the Industrial Disputes Act, anc evidence was 
adduced before the Court, the Managerrent is bound to pay the wages of 
the workmen till a case for dismissalwas made out in the proceedings before 
Court. In another decision of the Hon . Supreme Court of India reported 
in 1959 (II) LLJ- 663 it is laid down that when the domestic enquiry is 
found to be defective by the Industrial Tribun I in a reference under adjudi 
cation , the employer could cure th : defect by addı:cing evidence before the 
Industrial Tribunal, but that the principle laid down in the earlier decision 
cited above should be applied , and that the dismissed workman was entitled 
to his wages till the date of the award . It follows therefore that when a 
domestic enquiry is found to be defective or vitiated , the employer is at 
liberty to produce necessary evidence before this court to sustain the action 
taken by him against the workman , and that when the Industrial Court is 
satisfied that the Managernent has made out a case for disc.issal, the work 
roan concerned would be entitled to his wages till the date of the award , 
even if the dismissal is upheld . 

It is evident that the enquiry against Sri P. D. Varkey is vitiated by 
the reasons pointed out above . The Management has no doubt by the 
examination of EWs, 1 to 4 before this court proved beyond any coubt that 
Sri P. D. Varkey solicited and received gifts frm the constituents of the 
Bank in violation of lause 22 of the Service Rules applicable to him . The 
decision taken by the Mai agement in ha ing dismissed Sri P. D. Varkey 
from serv ce is notwhout justification , and cannot therefore be interfered 
with . This court cannot interfere with the quantum or severity of the 
punishment awarded provided that the misconduct is proved . However, 
since the domestic en quiry is found to be vitiated Sri P. D. \ arkey will be 
entitled to his wag s at the rate of Rs. 73 p . m . till 4-8-1966 , the date of 
this award . An award is passed accordingly . 

This award will come into force on the expiry of 30 days after its 
publication in the Government Gazette . 

M. V. A. DIAS, 
Presiding Officer. 


Union 
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Witnesses examined on the side of 
WW1. M. T. John . 
WW2. P. 1). Tarkey . 
WW3. K.J. Lumin c. 
WW4. P. R. Balakrishna Panicker. 
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Witnesses examined on the side of the Management 
EWI. E. P.Ma hew . 
EW2. E. M.George. 
EW3. K. J. Ma hew . 
EW4. E. V. Phil p . 
EW5. K. P. Horinis. 
EW6 . Gervacise Thachil. 

Exhibits marked on the side of the Union 
Ext. Wi. Resolution dated 23-7-1963. 

W2. Copy of resolution dated 8--1964. 
W3. Copy of resolution dated 10-1.1964 . 
W4. S spension order dated 30-1-1963 issued to P. D Varkey. 
W5. Show cause notice dated 31-1-196 issued to P. D. Varkey . 
W6. Letter dated 16 4-1963 from the Management to the Union . 
W7. Charge memo dated 8-5-1963 issued to P D. Varkey . 
W8. Dismissal order dated 19-7-1963 issued to P. D. Varkey . 

Exhibits marked on the side of the Management 
Ext. El. M.morandum of agreement executed by P. D.Varkey in 

favour of Federal Bank dated 27-12-1962 
E2 . Explanation dated 31-1-93 submitted by P. D. Varkey . 
E3. Deposition given by E. P. Mathew in the enquiry on 

4-7-1963 . 
E4 . Do. by E.M.George do . 
E5 . Do. by K.J. Mathew do . 
E6 . Do. by E. V. Philip do . 
E7. Letter dated 28-1-1963 from the Agent of the Bank to the 

Managing Director. 
E8 . Deposition given by P. D. Varkey at the enquiry on 

18-5-1963. 
E9. Do. by Gervacise and K.J. Mathew on 27-5-1963. 
E10 . Proceedings of the enquiry dated 19-7-1963.. 
E11. Letter dat d 23-5-19.3 from P. D. Varkey. 
E12 . Service Rules of the Bank . 
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Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1900 . 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 60550 /H4/66 /HLD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 9th September 1966 . 
The award of the Labour Court Quilon in respect of the dispute 
between the Management of Ambika Industrials, Poothole, Trichur and their 
workmen represented by the Trichur Engineering Workers Union , Kokalai 
Trichur received by Government on 7th August 1966 is hereby published 
under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV 
of 1947) : 

By order of the Governor, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Deputy Secretary . 
In the Labour Court, (Kerala State ) Quilon . 

Camp ; Trichur 
Datcá this the 22nd day of August 1966 : 

Present : 
SARI M. V. A. DIAS, B. A., B. Li, M. S. I. R. (CHICAGO ) 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 62 OF 1966 : 

Between 

THE MANAGEMENT 
OF AMBIKA INDUSTRIALS, POOTHOLE, Trichi r 

And 

THE WORKMEN 
OF THE CONCERN REPRESENTED BY THE TRICHUR ENGINEERING 
WORKERS UNION , KOKALAI. TRICHUR 

AWARD 
This is an Industrial Dispute between the Management of Ambika 
Industrials , Poothole, Trichur and the workmen of the concern represented 
by the Trichur Engineering Workers Uuion , Kokalai, Trichur over the 
" Dismissal ofRavi" referred to this Court for adjudication under section 10 
(1) (c) of the Industrial Disputes Act 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947) 
by the Government of Kerala in their Order , Health and Labour (H ) Depart 
mentG.O. Rt. No. 2332 /66 /HLD dated 28-6-1966 . 

In pursuance of notice issued, the parties appeared before Court. They 
put in a joint memorandum of Settlement to the effect that the dispute over 
the dismissal of Sri T. K. Ravi is given up by the Union , and that the 
Management agrees to pay him an amount of Rs. 258 towards compensa 
tion . It is requested that an award be passed in terms of the Memorandum 
of Settlement. 

G. 1877 
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In the result, an award is passed in terms of the Memorandum of 
Seitlement, shown as annexure to this award . 

This award will come into force on the expiry of 30 days after its 
publication in the Government Gazette. 

M. V. A !!AS, 

Presiding Ojicer. 
ANNEXURE 
കൊല്ലം ലേബർ കോടതി മുമ്പാകെ 

ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിസ് ഡിസ്പ്യൂട്ട് നമ്പർ 62/66 
അംബികാ ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽസ് മാനേജുമെൻറ്,പൂത്തോൾ , തൃശ്ശൂർ, 

Vs 
തൃശ്ശൂർ എഞ്ചിനീയറിംഗ് വർക്കേഴ്സ്യൂണിയൻ, തൃശ്ശൂർ. 
മേ ൽ നമ്പരിൽ ഇരുകക്ഷികളും കൂടി ബോധിപ്പിക്കുന്ന ഹർജി. 

മേൽ നമ്പരിൽ ഇരുകക്ഷികളും തമ്മിൽ ഉണ്ടായിരുന്ന തക്കങ്ങൾ ഇരുകക്ഷി 
കളും തമ്മിൽ പറഞ്ഞു” താഴെപറയും പ്രകാരം തീർത്തിരിക്കുന്നു. 

1 , അംബിക ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽസിൽ നിന്നും ജോലി നിഷേധിക്കപ്പെട്ടതായ 
ടി . കെ . രവിയെ വീണ്ടും ടി സ്ഥപനത്തിലേയ്ക്കും തിരിച്ചെടുക്കണമെന്നുള്ള വാദം 
യൂണിയൻഉപേക്ഷിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നു. 

2. എന്നാൽ ടി തൊഴിലാളിക്ക് തൊഴിൽ നിയമങ്ങൾ അനുസരിച്ചു്മാനേജ് 
മെൻറിൽ നിന്നുംടിയാൻ സവീസിന്റെ അടിസ്ഥാനത്തിൽ ലഭിക്കേണ്ടതായ 
നഷ്ടപരിഹാരവും നോട്ടീസ് പേയും കൂടി 258 ക . മാനേജ്മെൻറു” കൊടുക്കാമെന്നു 
സമ്മതിക്കുകയും ടി സംഖ്യ മാനേജ° മെന്ററിൽ നിന്നുംയൂണിയൻ രശീതിയിന്മേൽ 
വാങ്ങിക്കുകയുംചെയ്തിരിക്കുന്നു. 

3 . മേൽ നമ്പരിൽ ഇരുഭാഗക്കാക്കും വന്നിട്ടുള്ള കോടതിച്ചെലവും ഇരുഭാഗ 
കാക്കും സ്വമേധയാ ഉപേക്ഷിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നു. അതുകൊണ്ടും ബഹുമാനപ്പെട്ട കോട 
തിക്കു ” ദയവുണ്ടായി മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ കേസ് മേൽപ്രകാരം തീന്നതായി റിക്കാർക്കാ 
ക്കുവാൻ അപേക്ഷിച്ചുകൊള്ളുന്നു. 

എന്നും, 1966 ആഗസ്റ്റ് 22 . 

തൃശ്ശൂർ എഞ്ചിനീയറിംഗ്വക്കേഴ്സ് യൂണിയൻ സെക്രട്ടറി , P. V : കൃഷ്ണൻ 
കട്ടി ( ഒപ്പ്). 

അംബിക ഇൻഡസ്ട്രിയൽസ്, പൂത്താൾ , മാനേജർ കെ . എ . കുട്ടൻ ( ഒപ്പ്) . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour ( 4 ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 53373/H4/66 /HLD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 12th August 1966 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect of the 
dispute between the Management of Kerala Goods Transport Co-operative 
Ltd. No. 4319 , Vyttila , Ernakulam and their workmen represented by the 
General Secretary, Ernakulam District Private Motor Transport workers 
Union , Cannonshed Road , Ernakulam - l received by Government on 5th 
August 1966 is hereby published under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 1947). 

By order of the Governor, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Deputy Secretary. 
In the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey 
(Dated , First August, One thousand Nine hundred and sixty-six ) 

Present : 
SHRI K. P. M. SHERIFF , B. sc ., 1. L., 
Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUT: No. 18/65 

Between 

THE MANAGEMENT 
OF KERALA GOODS TRANSPORT CO-OPERATIVES LTD ., 
No. 4319, VYTTILA, ERNAKULAM 

And 

THE WORKMEN 
OF THE ABOVE CONCERN, REPRESENTED BY THE GENERAL SECRETARY, 
ERNAKULAM DISTRICT PRIVATE MOTOR TRANSPORT WORKERS 

UNION , CANNONSHED ROAD, ERNAKULAM - 1 
Representations: 
Sri M. Ramachandran , 
Advocate ofMenon & Menon , 

For Ma: agenient. 
Advocates, Chitoor Road , 

Crnakulam 
Sri T. Aravindaksha Menon , 
Advocate , 

for Union . 
Ernakulam 
G. 1706 . 
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AWARD 
The Industrial Dispute between the parties was referred to the 
Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey for adjudication by Government as per order 
No.G. O. Rt. 2153 /65/HLD dated 3-6-1965 . The issue referred for adjudi 
cation is as follows: 
Retrenchment of the following workers : 

1 . Shri C.K. Thankappan 
2 . J. Antony 
3 . K. K.Narayanan Kutty 

P. K. Krishnan Kutty 
5 . Ravindran 
6 . K.Gopalakrishnan 
7 . K.K.Xavier ( Apprentice) 

8 . C. V. Vidyadharan (Apprentice) 
The General Secretary , Ernakulam District Private Motor Transport 
Workers Union submitted the claim statement of the Union in which it 
was contended as under. The management conducts a workshop at Vyttila , 
Ernakulam in which the concerned workmen were employed in various 
capacities. On 2-12-1964, the Union placed a memorandum of demands on 
behalf of these workmen and also a letter requesting the Management to 
implement the provisions of the Factories Act. The Management was not 
prepared to consider these demands and the labour authorities intervened 
but no amicable settlement could be arrived at. Since the Management 
was extremely dissatisfied with the workmen for having raised these 
demands, they issued notice of retrenchment to all the workmen on 
26-2-1965 intimating them that their services would not be required from 
1-4-1965 . 

The order of retrenchment dated 26-2-1965 by the Management is 
illegal and void -abinitio as it violates the mandatory provision of Section 25F 
of the Industrial Disputes Act. Neither one month s notice was issued nor 
one month s wages was paid in lieu of notice as provided under Section 25F 
(a ) of the Industrial Disputes Act. Further, no compensation was paid before 
the retrenchment to the workmen as is provided under Section 25F (b ) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act. No compensation was either legally tendered 
or offered at the time of retrenchment. It is interesting to note that the 
Management has recruited fresh workmen after retrenchment. 

The Union concluded the statement with a prayer that the order of 
retrenchmentmay be set aside and the Management may be directed to 
reinstate all the workmen with full back wages and continuity of service . 

The Management submitted their reply statement in which they have 
set up their case as follows: 

The Kerala Goods Transport Co-operative Society is an institution 
registered under the Travancore-Cochin Co-operative Societies Act under a 
pilot scheme sponsored by the Government of India and implemented by the 
Government of Kerala . The object of the scheme is to give employment to 
educated men by starting a Co-operative transport society for the Kerala 
State . Qualifications prescribed for the membership is 

a pass in the 
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S. S. L. C. and contribution of Rs. 1,000 towards the share capital. Fifty 
educated men were initially entrolled asmembers in the society and they 
worked in various capacities as clerks, drivers, mechanics etc., in rotation . 
The society started with an initial compliment of 10 lorries and 50 members. 
Later on the membership was expanded by another 25 members and the fleet 
strength was increased to 15 . 

The Society has a small sub-office in Vyttila and a few vehicles in the 
society touch Ernakulam in their journey for the distribution of care food 
packets . This sub-office is only a maintenance centre for the vehicles which 
pass through Ernakulam . 8 workers concerned in this dispute were casual 
workers, now and then engaged by the Foreman of the sub -office. The 
Society has never formally appointed them . They do not satisfy the minimum 
requirements under the scheme for appointments . They have also not 
furnished the contribution towards share capital of the society . 

On 24-2-1965 the Chairman of the society who is also the Director of 
Transport of Kerala issued proceedings to the effect that themechanical staff 
attending to maintenance may be disbanded as the technical standard of the 
protective and preventive maintenance carried outby the Society was seen to 
be of a sub -standard type . Pursuant to this proceedings notice was given to 
the workers concerned to the effect that their services will not be required by 
the Management from 1-4-1965 . They were also tendered the compensation 
due to them under law . 

On 1-4-1965 the 8 workers concerned started Satyagraha and picketing 
in front of the sub -office at Vyttila with the help of their Union . The 
Satyagraha took a violent turn and the police had to interven . Because of 
the violence and subversive activities of the concerned workmen the society 
had to incur a loss of one lakh of rupees. Criminal cases were registered 
against these workers which are pending against them . 

The retrenchment was necessitated for purely business reasons. Actually 
no conciliation was initiated by the authorities in respect of this retrench 
ment. The allegation of the Union that the retrenchment is in violation of 
the provision under Section 25F of the Industrial Disputes Act is wrong . 
Proper notices were given and compensation was also tendered The com 
pensation was not accepted by the workmen and they started Satyagraha 
and picketing . No fresh recruitment was done after retrenchment and, 
therefore, there is no mala - fide in the action taken by the Managernent. 

The Management concluded with a prayer that the claim of the work 
men may be rejected in toto . 

The Union filed a replication wherein they have controverted all the 
allegations of the Management. The case came up for evidence and the 
Union examined WWIand WW2and marked Exts. W1 to W18. There after, 

parties jointly submitted that a talk of compromise was progressing and 
on 29-7-1966 they filed a joint statement of settlement which is shown below 
as annexure. Since I find that the terms of settlement are just and reasona 
ble I pass this award in terms of the same. This award shall come into 
force on the expiry of 30 days after its publication in the Governmeat 
Gazette. 

K. P. M. SHERIFF, 
Industrial Tribumal, Alleppey. 
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ANNEXURE 
JOINT STATEMENT FILED BY THE MANAGEMENT AND THE UNION 

REPRESENTING THE WORKERS 
1. By G. O. Rt. No. 2153/65 /HLD dated 3-6-1965 the Government of 
Kerala referred the following issue for adjudication by the Honourable 
Tribunal. 
Issue: Retrenchment of the following workers. 

1. Sri C. K. Thankappan 
2. Sri J. Antony 
3. Sri K.K. Narayanan Kutty 
4. Sri P. K. Krishnan Kutty 
5. Sri Raveendran 
6 . Sri K.Gopalakrishnan 
7. Sri K. K. Xavier 

8. Sri T. Vidyadharan 
2. The Union filed their statement, with the prayer that the order of 
retrenchmentmay be set aside, and theManagement be directed to reinstate 
all the eight workmen referred to in the order of reference , with full back 
wages. The Management replied contending inter alia that the retrench 
ment was bonafide and in accordance with the provisions of Industrial 
Disputes Act in this regard and prayed that the whole claim of the Union 
may be rejected . A rejoinder was filed by the General Secretary of the 
Union . 

3. The dispute then went into evidence. 

4. During the pendency of the dispute the parties had desired nego 
tiations also , as a result of which the following statement is arrived at. 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 
(a ) The Management agrees to pay and the Union agrees to accept a 

sum of Rs. 1,500 (Rupees One thousand Five Hundred only) in 
full and final settlement of all their claims against the Manage 
ment in respect of the 8 workmen mentioned in the order of 

reference . 
( b ) The Union agrees that the eight workmen mentioned in the order 

of reference whom they represent have no further claim whatso 

ever monetary or otherwise against the Management. 
(c) The Union agrees that the amount mentioned in class (a) above 

shall be paid to Sri K. A. Rajan , General Secretary, on or before 
7th August 1966 , and that the payment of the said sum to him 

shall absorb the Management of its liability as per this settlement. 
(d) The parties agree that the Honourable Tribunal may pass an 

award in termsof this settlement. 
4. It is humbly prayed that this Honourable Court may accept this 
settlement and pass an award in terms of it. 
Dated this the 16th day of July 1966 . 
(Sd .) 

(Sd .) 
For and on behalf of the 

For and on behalf of the 
Management 

Union 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour ( 4 ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 61790 /H2/66 /HLD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 15th September 1966 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey in respect of the 
dispute between the Management of Kalappurackal Motor Service, Paika , 
Poovarani P. O., and their workmen represented by the Secretary, the 
Private Motor and Mechanical Workers Union , (Reg . No. 135/63) 
Changanacherry received by Government on 13-9-1966 is hereby published 
under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV 
of 1947 ). 

By order of theGovernor, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Deputy Secretary: 
In the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey 
(Dated , this the Seventh day of September , Nineteen Sixty-six) 

Present: 
SHRI K. P. M. SHERIFF, B.SC ., B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey. 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 15 OF 1966 

Between 

THE MANAGEMENT 
OF KALAPPURAKAL MOTOR SERVICE, PAIKA , POOVARANI P. O. 

And 

THE WORKMEN 
OF THE ABOVE CONCERN REPRESENTED BY THE SECRETARY , 
THE PRIVATE MOTOR AND MECHANICAL WORKERS UNION , 

(Reg . No. 135/63), CHANGANACHERRY 
Representations : 
Shri P. Narayanan Nair, 
Advocate, Alleppey. 

For Management 
Shri P. K. Joseph, Advocate, 

Changanacherry and 
M /s. M. N. Sukumaran Nair and 
M.Radhakrishnan Nair , 
Advocates, Alleppey. 

For Union 


G. 1830 
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AWARD 
The Industrial Dispute between the above parties was rcferred to the 
Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey for adjudication by Government as per order 
No. G. O. Rt. 1762/66 /HLD dated 17-5-1966 . The issue referred for adjudi 
cation is as follows: 
Retrenchment of the following checkers: 

1. Shri P. J. Philip 
2 . George Varghese 
3 . Krishnankutty Nair 

T.-Alexander 
5 . T. D. Sebastian 
6 . A. P. Devasia 

C. C. Joseph 
8 . N. T. Sebastian 
9 . M. J. Joseph 

10 . K.C. Thomas 
Pursuant to summons the parties appeared and filed their Vakalaths 
respectively . The case was adjourned thereafter for the claim statement of 
the Union to 30-6-1966. On 30-6-1966 the Union applied for time and the 
case was then adjourned to 22-7-1966 . On 22-7-1966 the Union applied 
again for time and this was allowed as a last chance. The case was then 
posted to 10-8-1966 for the claim statement of the Union . On 10-8-1966 the 
Union was again absent and the counselwas also absent. Therefore the 
Union was declared exparte and the case was adjourned for exparte evidence 
if any , and hearing to 2.9-1966 . Registered notice also was issued to the 
Union to that effect. On 2-9-1966 both the Union representative and the 
counsel were absent and so the exparte order was made absolute . Manage 
ment examined MW1 who is the Manager of M /s. Kalappurackal Motor 
Service. The learned counsel for the Management was then heard . 

MW1 has categorically deposed that the employees involved in this case 
were Checkers under theManagement and since the Management has felt 
that the posts of Checkers are not at all necessary for running the concern , 
the services of the Checkers were dispensed with after paying them every 
thing that was due to them . The employees have accepted the amounts due 
to them in full and final settlement. Thereafter the District Labour Officer 
demanded the remarks of the Management with regard to the termination 
of service ofthe concerned employees. Ext. M -1 is the copy of the remarks 
sent to the District Labour Officer. MWI concluded with a prayer that an 
award may be passed upholding the retrenchment ofthe concerned Checkers. 

On a pertsal of the deposition of MWI, I find that there is no reason 
why I should disb lieve him . Further a meticulous scrutiny of Ext. M -1 
makes it clear that the action taken by the Management is reasonable and 
justifiable. In Ext. M -l it is specifically stated that the checkers concerned 
accepted the notices of termination of their service , cashed the cheques and 
received the compensation offered . Therefore it is only just and reasonable 
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on my part to uphold the action taken by the Management and so I pass 
this award upholding the retrenchment effected by the Management in the 
case of the concerned checkers. 

This award shall come into force on the expiry of 30 days after its 
publication in the GovernmentGazette . 
Alleppey , 

K. P. M. SHERIFF , 
7th September 1966 . 

Industrial Tribunal, Alleppey . 


APPENDIX 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Workmen . 

Nil 
Witnesses examined on the side of the Management. 

MWI Shri T. J. Joseph . 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Workmen . 

Nil 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Management. 
Mi Copy of letter dated 26-4-1966 sent to the District Labour Officer 

Kottayam by the Manager , Kalapurackal Motor Service, Paika 
regarding the retrenchment of Checkers . 
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PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 60145/ H4/66 /HLD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 7th September 1966 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the dispute 
between the Management of M /s. J. & P. Coats (India ) Private Ltd., 
Koratti and their workmen represented by the (1) Jumna Thread Mills 
Labour Union , Koratti, (2 ) the J. & P. Coats (India ) Staf Association, 
Koratti received by Government on 6th September 1966 is hereby published 
under section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 
1947 ). 

By order of the Governor, 

S. NAGARAJAN, 
Deputy Secretary. 


Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
( Thursday, the 1st day of September, Nineteen 

hundred and sixty-six ). 

Present : 
SRI V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , B.A., B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 80/64 
(formerly I. D.No. 27 of 1962 of the Industrial 

Tribunal, Ernakulam ) 

Between 

THE MANAGEMENT 
of Messrs J. & P. Coats (INDIA ) PRIVATE LTD., KORATTI 

And 
1. The Jumna Thread Mills Labour Union , Koratti 

2. The J. & P. Coats (India ) Staff Association , Koratti 
Representations: 
M /s. Menon & Pai, 

For Management. 
Advocates , Ernakulam 
Sri M. P. Menon , 

For Unions. 
Advocate, Ernakulam 
G. 1881 
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AWARD 
The above dispute has been referred for adjudication to this Tribunalby 
Government Order No. 39863/62-3 /H4/HLD dated 24-7-1962. The issue 
referred is : 

“ Additional bonus for the years ending 31st October, 

1960 and 1961" . 
2. The company has already paid bonus to the workmen for the above 
years at the rate of 5 % of the basic wages and dearness allowance earned by 
ihem in each year. The case of the union is that the profits of the Company 
for the years 1960 and 1961 justify payment of bonus at a much higher rate . 
The union claims 10 % bonus for 1960 and 25 % bonus for 1961. According 
to the Union if the Full B nch Formula is applied , there will be considerable 
surplus available for distribution as bonus even after making due allowance 
for permissible items of expenditure and recognised prior charges. 
between the existing wages and the living wages is also alleged to be another 
factor justifying the demand . 

3. In the written statement filed by the Management on 7-9-1962, they 
contend that even the 5 % bonuswas paid only out of good will 
not 
because the working results ofthe Company justified it and that after meet 
ing the normal prior charges ofdepreciation , provision for taxation , annual 
provision for rehabilitation and return on capital at a rate which will 
compensate for the abolition of the grossing- up of dividends etc., there will 
not be any surplus left to justify the payment of any additional bonus. They 
a so contend that items of extraneous profits to which the workmen have not 
contributed should be excluded in computing the available surplus. 

4. The Union filed a replication on 20-9-1962 objecting to the claimsfor 
rehabilitation and also to the return on capital other than what is normally 
recognised under the Full Bench Formula . They also object to the exclusion 
of any incomeon the ground that it is extraneous. 

5. Subsequently, the J & P. Coats Staff Association representing the staff 
members of the Company applied to be impleaded as a party to the dispute, 
as per M. P. 131 of 1962. This was allowed by this court by Order dated 
2-1-1963. After this , the Staff Association also filed a written statement on 
15-1-1963 supporting the claim for additional bonus. 

6. The union examined WWI aud marked Ext . W1 and W2 which are 
their worksheets for the two years. The Management examined MWs 1 and 
2 and marked Ext. Mi to M16 . The documents include their balance sheets 
and Profit and Loss Accounts and also their Worksheets . 

7. At the time the hearing, learned counsel for the Union 
Mr. M. P.Menon submitted that he is not pressing the claim for additional 
bonus in respect ofthe year ending 31st December, 1960. So we are only 
concerned with the year 1961. The question is whether there is any available 
surplus for the payment of additional bonus. It is agreed by both sides that 
this question has to be decided in the light of the Full Bench Formula since 
the Bonus Act, 1965 will notbe applicable to the instant case. 
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8. For the application of the Full Bench Formula , we have first to 
ascertain the gross profits. Though for this purpose, the figure of gross profits 
shown by the Management in their Profit and Loss Account is usually taken 
as the guide, the workmen are entitled to question its correctness. 

After the 
gross profits is ascertained , the recognised prior charges are deducted from it 
and the balance would be the available surplus and a percentage of this 
would be the amount payable as bonus. The recognised prior charges are 
(1). Depreciation , (2) Incometax, (3) Return on paid up capital, (4) Return 
on reserves used as working capital and (5 ) Rehabilitation . 

9. In this case, the parties differ both on the question of gross profits as 
well as in the matter of deductions to be made for prior charges. Regarding 
gross profits, the Management wants the income derived from the Export 
Incentive Scheme to be treated as extraneous income and deducted from the 
profits shown in the Profit and Loss Account. This is opposed by the Union , 
The Union , in its turn , wants two itemsto be added back to the profits 
shown in the Profit and Loss Account for ascertaining gross profits. They are 
(1) 10 % of expenses on stores and spares etc. being expenses of a capital 
nature, not chargeable to revenue account and (2) 5 % of the value of closing 
stocks of raw materials, on the ground of under-valuation . The work sheets 
filed by the respective parties, namely Ext. Mt by the Management ad 
Ext. W2 by the Union reflect the various points in contraversy between 
them . 

10. We shall first deal with the gross profits. Ext. M7 (b ) is the profit 
and loss account for the year ended 31st December, 1961 (at page 18 o . the 
paper book ). In that, the profits for the year is shown asRs. 35,89 909. In 
Ext M4 (at page 10 of the paper book), the Management has deducted 
Rs. 3,05,064 as extraneous income (Net income from Export Incentive S herpe 
on Foreign Cotton ) and shown thebalance of Rs. 32 75,845 as the gross 
profits. The extraneous income is earned by the Company under the Export 
incentive scheme of the Government of India , by surrendering the import 
entitlement to which it became entitled by exporting its products to foreign 
markets. The actual process is explained by MW2 in his evidence Now 
the contention of the Management is that the workershave not contributed 
anything towards the earning of this income and therefore they are not 
entitled to share in it. This argument does not commend itself to me 
evidence ofMW2would show that this income is derived from exp rting the 
companys products and is directly proportionate to the exports. It is also 
agreed that only surplus products are exported . These circumstances show 
that the incomein question is derived as part of the normal business 
activities of the Company and it can therefore in no way be tested as 
extraneous. The decision in ( 1959 ) 2 LLJ 250 (S. C.) is authority for the 
position that the workers need not contribute to each item of profit but that 
it is enough if they have contributed to the genral proht. The decision 
in 1961 (1) LLJ :23 is also in point. There it was held that if the income 
arose in the normal course of business, it cannot be treated as extraneous. It 
is unnecessary to labour this point further because the Kerala High Court 
also has taken the same view with regard to Export incentive for Cotton 
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Mills, in O. P. 2157/62 which arose from I. D : 1/62 where the facts were 
identical. For all these reasons I hold that the sum of Rs. 3,05,064 is not 
liable to be deducted from the profits on the ground of its being extraneous 
incoine . 

11. As already stated , the Union wants two items to be added back to 
the profits shown in the Profit and Loss Account. The I item is 10 % of the 
expenses on stores and spares etc. as being expenses of a capital nature. This 
item involves the following amounts : 


Rs. 


7,13,724 

79,519 


(a ) Stores and spares consumed 
(b ) Repair to Buildings, Plant etc. 
(c ) Amounts included in salaries and wages 

account, as per Auditors Note (item 2 
on page 20 of the Paper Book ) 

Total 


97,800 


8,91,043 


( See " Add 2 " in Ext. W2) 
The whole of this amount is treated as revenue expenditure in Ext. M7(b ). 
The argument advanced is that the Management has not proved that the 
whole of this amount is revenue expenditure and therefore a portion of it 
atleast 10 % , must be treated as capital expenditure and added back to the 
profits. Strong reliance is placed in this connection on the decision of the 
Supreme Court reported in ( 1964) ILLJ 370. In that case an objection had 
been raised that certain items of expenditure shown in the profit and Loss 
Account as revenue expenditure were not really such but part-took of the 
nature of capital expenditure . The company did not adduce any evidence on 
the matter but contended itself by relying on the auditor s report wherein 
they had accepted it as revenue expenditure . The Tribunal refused to accept 
the auditor s report as conclusive and added back 24 % of the total amount 
as representing capital expenses. This was approved by the Supreme Court 
and their Lordships observed at page 375 that when a contraversy was raised 
it was upto the Company to have adduced further evidence in the matter . 
I do not think that the above dictum is applicable to the facts of the present 
case . Here the dispute was raised only when WW1 went into the box on 
19-12-1964 and produced the work sheet of the Union , Ext .W2. Be it noted 
that theManagementhad filed their work sheet, Ext. M4 as early as 
3-5-1963. Again , in chief examination WWI, does not say anything regard 
ing this item . In cross-examination , no doubt he says at there would be 
some stores and spares left unused at the end of the year which would be 
worth something and further that extensions were made to the officer s 
quarters and alusil equipments were added to certain machinery in the 
finishing department. But these statements are seen to bemerely his opinions. 
Again , it is not disputed that the entire amount under this head has been 
allowed as revenue expenditure by the Income Tax department. The decision 
ofthe Supreme Court in (1965 ) 2 LLJ 144 would seem to be directly in 
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point. In that case, the Tribunal added back a certain sum as having been 
spent on capital account. This was cancelled by their Lordships on two 
grounds namely, (!) the statements filed by the parties did not raise a 
triable issue and ( 2 ) the balance sheet and Profit and Loss Account had not 
been held to be wrong by any authority such as Income Tax Depariment 
and therefore they should have been accepted as correct. The same is the 
position here. It is true that in cross examination WW2 has made a 
statement 

that stores and spares Consumed for repairing 
buildings include also 

a mounts paid outside 
contractors . This must be an inadvertment mistake since stores and spares 
cannot obviously include cash payments made to contractors. For these 
reasons I hold that this item ofadd back cannot be allowed . 

12. The next item to be added back according to the Union is an 
amount of Rs. 2,30,095 which is 5 % of the value of the closing stocks of raw 
materials and materials in process. (See, Add 3" in Ext. 12). This is 
because, according to the Union , there has been an under valuation of stock 
with a view to reduce the profits of the year. 

13. In C. M. P. 108 of 1963 filed on 5-3-1963, the Staff Association 
had called upon the Management to produce the stock valuation statements 
as they entertained doubts about their correctness. The Management agreed 
to produce them but they were actually produced only on 11-1-1965 when 
WW1 was being cross-examined and they were got marked through him as 
Ext. M15 and Ext.M16 . WW1 has stated that he has only seen the state 
ments but that he has had nothing to do with their preparation . Admitted . 
ly the valuation had been made by a Director (See Ext. M7 (a ) at pige 14 
of the Paper Book) but that Director has not been examined. The casc , of 
the Management asspoken to by MW2 is that the stocks were valued at cost 
or market value whichever is lower . (See page 25 of his deposition ). This 
is no doubt the proper method of valuation as stated in Kanga on Income 
Tax , 5th Ed. VI. I at page 671, but from the decisions reported in (1963 ) 2 
LLJ 358 and ( 1954) 2 LLJ 123 it could be seen that it is possible to mani 
pulate the valuation so as to depress the profits. WW1 has sworn that for 
all items of stocks valued as on 31-12-1960 and 31-12-1961, the market price 
was more than the cost price and therefore the cost price should have been 
adopted for valuation of stocks. Inspite of this assertion , the Management 
has not adduced any evidence to show that the valuation of the stocks has 
been done correctly . The contents of Ext. M15 and Ext. M16 huve not been 
legally proved . I, therefore, hold that it would only be reasonable to add 
back this item to the profits as contended by the Union . 

14. Now we come to the prior charges. The recognised prior charges 
which have to be deducted from the gross profits are ( 1) depreciation , 
(2) Income- Tax , (3) Return on paid up capital, (4) Return on reserves 
used as working capital and (5 ) Rehabiliation . With regard to the first 
two itemsnamely, Depreciation and Income Tax, there is no dispute between 
the parties. The dispute relates only to the three remaining items. Defore 
dealing with those items, I may refer to a claim made by the Management 
in Ext. M4 that over and above the above prior charges, a sum of Rs.1,17,576 
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should also be deducted being the return on the current account balance of 
J & P. Coats Ltd., Glasgow and associated companies at 5.7 % on 
Rs. 20,62,744 . The contention of the Management is that funds to the 
above extent were made available by the parent company during the year 
1961 and that if this was not available, the company would have been 
compelled to borrow that amount. The claim is made as a special charge, 
apart from the normal prior charges recognised by the Full Bench Formula 
The Supreme Court has held in the A. C. C. case ( 1959) I LLJ 644 at page 
673 that there should be no addition to the list of prior charges recognised 
in the Full Bench Formula and this view has been reiterated in (1959) 2LLJ 
357 at page 363 and (1961) I LLJ 323 at page 326. I may add that this 
contention was also not seriously pressed at the time of the hearing. 

15. Now we may take up the question of return on paid up capital. 
The Management claims 8.57 % whereas the workmen object to granting 
more than 6 % . It is agreed that 6 % is the normal rate but the Manage 
ment claims a higher return because of the abolition of " the grossing up of 
dividends" effected by the Finance Act of 1959 as a result of which the 
share holder has to pay income tax on the dividends received by him without 
getting any credit for the tax paid by the Company on the portion of the 
profit out of which dividend was declared . The return on paid up capital is 
meant for the investor and it is only reasonable that he should not be adver 
sely affected by the change in the Income Tax law . It is also seen that after 
the above change in the Law , Tribunals have been awarding 74 % and 8 % 
and in one case, the Industrial Tribunal, Madras presided over by Mr. Justice 
Ramaswamihas awarded 8.57 % . The last mentioned award is published 
in the Fort St. George Gazette dated 19-9-1963, Part II, at page 13. The 
other decisions are ( 1961) I.C.R. 321 , (1962) I.C.R. 154, ( 1962) I.CR. 
291, ( 1932 ) 1.C.R. 327, (1953 ) 1.C.R. 3, (1963) I.C.R. 329, (1963) 
I.C.R. 268 and (1963) I.C.R. 659. It is also important to note that the 
rate of return allowed on paid up capital by the Bonus Act, 1965 is 8.5 % . 
I am therefore of the view that the claim of theManagement to 8.57 % has 
to be allowed . 

16. With regard to return on reserves used as working capital, the 
management claims5 7 % as against 4 % that is usually allowed . Learned 
counsel for the Management was not able to adduce any reasons to justify 
the higher rate. The share holders and their increased tax burden do not 
come into the picture at all so far as return on reserves is concerned . It 
follows only 4 % can be allowed under this head . 

17. Now there remains only the question of Rehabilitation In Ext. M4 
the claim made for rehabilitation on plant and machinery and Electrical 
installation is Rs. 7,38,843 . The details of the claim are given in pages 21 
to 23 of the paper Book . Ext. Mi (a ) deals with new plant and machinery . 
Ext.Mi (b ) deals with second hand plant and machinery . (Ext. M12 series 
( Pages 26 to 50 of the paper Book ) give the calculations in respect of replace 
ment cost and the original invested cost . The replacement cost in Ext.M12 
series is taken from the quotations, Ext. M8 series and Ext. M9 and Ext. 
MI0 . The future life of the machinery is assessed by MW1who is a Direc 
tor-Manager of the Company. 
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pany . 


18. Regarding second hand machinery, the Union contends that it has 
to be disallowed on the single ground that the Management has not fornish 
ed the original cost of the machinery . The Management has given only the 
cost at which they themselves purchased it. The original cost of the second 
hand machinery and the depreciation written off in respect of th - m prior to 
their purchase by the Company are not made available in Ext. Nil (b ). 
MWI would even admit that those particulars are not known to the com 

In these circumstances, the decision of the Supreme Court in (1962) 
İLLJ 223 as explained in (1964 ) I LLJ 746 directly comes into play and the 
claim under this head has to be disallowed in toto . Learned counsel for the 
Management seeks to get over the above decisions by pointing out that the 
second hand machinery had been completely reconditioned . But this case is 
set up for the first time cnly in the re-examination of MWIand there is no 
other evidence to support it. 

19. In the case of the new machinery, the amount claimed for re 
habilitation is Rs. 5,06,444 [ Vide, Ext. MI(a )). The contention of the 
Union is that the clairn under this head also cannot be allowed since the 
company has depreciation funds and other liquid reserves to the tune of 
Rs. 90,70,298 which would be more than sufficient for this purpose . The 
above amount is made up of: 
Depreciation funds (Ext. M5) : 

Rs. 64,07,743 
Sundry debtors ( Ext. M7 (a) - ) : Rs. 17,65,874 
and (3 ) Loans and advances M7 (a ) - ) Rs. 8,96,681 

Total 

Rs. 90,70,298 
It is argued by learned counsel for the Management on the authority 
of the decision in ( 1960) I LLJ 541 (S.C ) that the above funds are part of 
the working capital of the company and so they will not be available for 
rehabilitation . This argument cannot be accepted as sound in view of the 
later decision of the Supreme Court in ( 1963) 2 LLJ 358 which would show 
that unless such funds have been specifically marked for use as working 
capital, they have to be taken into account in making allowance for 
rehabilitation . It follows that the entire claim for rehabilitation has to be 
rejected . 
20. The position that finally emerges is as follows : 

Profit for the year 1961 as per 
Profit and Loss Account 

Rs. 35,80,909 
ADD : Depreciation considered 
separately 

Rs. 8,25,965 
Provision for Bonus Rs. 1,26,893 
Bonus for 1960 paid in 

1961 and debited to 
Profit 

and Loss 
Account in 1961 Rs. 22,580 
Development Rebate Rs. 2,852 Rs. 9,78,290 (No dispute) 
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ADO : 5 % of the value of the 

closing stocks of raw 
materials and materi 
als in process 

Rs. 23,33,029 
As per Ext. M7 (b ), 

being indervaluation 
of stocks 

Rs. 20,11,660 

Rs. 43,44,689 
5 % of the above 

Total gross profit 
Less : Notional normal depre 

ciation ( as per Ext. 
M4) 


Rs. 2,17,234 


Rs. 47,76,433 


Rs. 9,45,245 


Rs. 38,31,188 


Balance 
Less : Provision for taxation 

(as per Ext. M4) 


Rs. 17,48,415 
Rs. 20,82,773 


Balance 


Less : Return on paid up 

capital of Rs. 2 (twoj 
crores at 8.57 % 


Rs. 17,14,000 
Rs. 3,68,773 


Balance 
Less : Return on reserves used 

as working capital at 
4 % on Rs. 34,58,815 


Rs. 1,38,353 


Balance 


Rs. 2,30,420 


The above sum of Rs. 2,30,420 is the available surplus for the year 1961. 
5 % bonus is equivalent to Rs. 1,11,037 as per Note 2 in Ext. M2. The 
Management has already paid bonus at 5 % of the basic salary and Dearness 
allowance, for the year 1961. I think an additional 5 % bonus would be 
just and reasonable in the circumstances of the case . 

21. In the result I pass an award directing the Management to pay 
an additional bonus at the rate of 5 % of the basic salary and Dearness 
allowance, for the year 1961. This award shall come into force on the 
expiry of 30 days after its publication in the Government Gazette. 
Calicut, 

V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , 
1.9-1966 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 
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APPENDIX 
Exhibits marked on the side of the Union . 
WI. Worksheet for the year 1960 . 
W2. Do. 

1961 
Exts. marked on the side of Management; 
MI (2 ) Statement showing provision for rehabilitation for the 

1961 regarding plant and machinery and clectrical instal. 

lation . 
MI (1 ) 

Do. 

do . Plant and Machinery 
Secondhand . 
M2. Worksheet for the year 1960. 
M3. Reports of the auditors to the shareholders of M /s. J & P . 

Coats (India ) Private Ltd., dated 28-4-1961. 
M3 (a) Balance sheet of the company as at 31-12-1960 . 
M3 (b ) Profit and Loss Account for the year ended 31-12-1960 . 
M4. Worksheet for the year 1961 dated 13-2-1963 . 
M5. 

Do. 1961 dated 12-2-1963 . 
M6. 

Do. 1961 dated 9-2-1963. 
M7. Report of the auditors dated 11-5-1962. 
M7 (a ) Balance sheet of the company as at 31-12-1961 . 
M7 (b ) Pro it and Loss account for the year ended 31-12.1961. 
M8. ( eries) Copies of quotations received by the Co. fiom suppliers 

of various types of machinery giving the present day cost of 

machinery (Pages 51 to 81 of the paper book ) . 
M9. Cupy of letter from Platt Bros (Sales) Ltd., Oldlam , England 

dated 9-10-1962 to the Management regarding average 
trend of : FOB prices, of cotton , spinning machinery from 

1951 to 1962. 
MIO . Copy of letter dated 11-10-1962 from the General Electric Co. 

of India (P ) Ltd., Madras- 2 quoting electrical installation 

prices for ihe, year 1952-53. 
Mil. Copy of letter dated 15-10-1962 from Gammon India Ltd., 

Bombay -l regarding increase in construction cost of 

buildings. 
M12. (S-ries) Statements showing the original and replacementcost 

of plant and machinery (pages 26 to 50 of the paper 
book ). 


G 1 : 0 
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M13. Statement showing the details of articles exported during the 


year 1960. 


1961. 


M14 . Do. 

do . 
M15 . Stock valuation sheets for the year 1960 . 
M16 . Do. do. 

1961. 
Witness examined on the side of the Union : 
WWI. Rex Conceicao . 


Witnesses examined on the side of the Management: 
MWI. H. T. Clifton . 
MW2. Krishna Narayanan .. 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 56629 /H3/66 /HLD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 22nd August 1966 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the dispute 
between the Management of M /s. Ratna Industries , Kanjikode and their 
workmen represented by theSecretary, Brush , Timber and Match Workers 
Union , Palghat, received by Government on 19-8-1966 is hereby published 
under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV of 
1947). 

By order of theGovernor, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Depuiy Secrelary. 
Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Kozhikode 
Wednesday , the 17th day of August, Nineteen 

hundred and sixty -six ) 

Present : 
SARI V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , B. A., B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 77 of 1965 

Between 

THE MANAGEMENT 
OFMessrs. RATNA INDUSTRIES, KANJIKODE 

Aid 

THE SECRETARY, 
BRUSH , TIMBER AND MATCH WORKERS UNION , PALGHAT 

AWARD 
The above dispute has been referred for adjudication to this Tribunal, 
by Government Order G.O.Rt. No. 3537,65/HLD dated 11-10-1963. The 
only issue referred is : 

" Closure ofRatna Industries, Kanjikode" . 
2. After taking two adjournments , the Union filed its statement on 
3-1-1966 . In the statement, it is alleged that the Management closed down 
the factory on 1-5-1965 without any previous notice or intimation and denied 
work to theworkers, that the closure was a vindictive measure against the 
workers and that the workers are entitled to their wages from 1-5-1965 
onwards and for retrenchment compensation . 

G. 1738 
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3. The Management filed a Reply Statement on 1-2-1966 contending 
inter alia, that the closure was for bonafide trade reasons such as shortage of 
timber supply and financial losses, that the workers have been paid all their 
dues upto that date and that the Union has raised the present dispute only to 
harass the Management. 

4. Thereafter, the case was posted to 14-2-1966 for the Refoinder of the 
Union . On that day the Union was absent and notice was ordered to them 
and the case was posted to 28-2-1966 for filing the list and schedule . On 
28-2-1966 , the Management filed their documents but the Union was absent. 
The case was then adjourned a number of tiines for appearance of the Union 
and twice registered notices were issued . But the Union is continuing to be 
absent. In these circumstances it can only be inſerred that the Union is no 
longer interested in the dispute. 

5. I therefore hold that there is no subsisting dispute calling for adjudi 
cation . An award is passed accordingly . It shall come into force on the 
expiry of 30 days from its publication in the Government Gazette. 


Calicut, 
17-8-1966: 


V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , 
Industrial Tribunal, 

Kozhikoda, 
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Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART 1 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 61927/H3/66 /HLD . 

Daled , Trivandrum , 16th September 1966 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the 
dispute between ; 

Shri R. S. Hamsa, Beedi Shop, P. O. Nattika Beach . 
P.R , Paramu, do . 

do . 
P. K.Gopi, 

do . 

do . 
P. K. Hassan , do . P. O. Valappad . 
R. A. Pareethu, do . 

do . 
R. S. Mohanimed , do . P. O. l halikkulam , and their 
workmen represented by the Secretary, Nattika Firka Beedi 
Thozhilali Union, Nattika Beach received by Government on 14-9-1966 
is hereby published under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(Central Act XIV of 1947) . 

By order of the Governer, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 

Deputy Secretary 
Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
(Monday , the 12th day of September, Nineteen hundred 

and sixiy -six ) 

Present : 
SRI V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , B. A., B. L., 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 

INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 28/1966. 
(Formerly I. D. 32162 of the Industrial Tribunal, Ernakulam ) 

Between : 
1 . Sri R. S. Hamsa , Beedi Shop , P. O. Nattika Beach . 
2 . P.R. Paramu, 

do. 

do . 
3 . P. K.Gopi, 

do . 

do . 
4 . P. K. Hassan , do . P. O. Valappad . 
5 . R. A. Parcethu , do. 

do. 
6 . R. S. Mohammed do , P. O. Thalikulam . 

And 
The Secretary, Nattika Firka Beedi Thozhilali Union , 

Nattika Beach , 
G. 1918 
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Representation : 
M /s. Chandrasekharan 

& 
Chandrasekhara Menon , 

Advocates, 

Ernakulam , 
Sri T. C. N. Menon 


For Management No. 2 . 


Sri K. R. Panicker , 

Advocates, 
Ernakulam . 


For Union . 


AWARD 
The above case was disposed of by the Industrial Tribunal, Ernakulam 
by award dated 5th September , 1964 . Aggrieved by the award , Manage 
meat No. 2 (P. R. Paramu, Merchant, Nattika Beach , Chowghat) filed a 
writ petition in the High Court as O. P. 3387864. He sought to impeac 
the award on the ground that he had no manner of connection with the 
Apple Photo Mark Beedi Company , Nattika. His Lordship , Mr. Justice 
P. Govindan Nair allowed the writ petition and remanded the case for 
fresh trial after determining the question whether the writ petitioner had 
any connection with the aforesaid business ,with liberty to parties to adduce 
additional evidence if necessary . After the case came back , it was given 
the present number . 

2. When the case came up on 9-9-1966, the Union and Management 
No. (2 ) filed a joint statement, stating that the dispute between them has 
been settled out of court , 

3. In view of the above statement, I hold that there is no dispute 
between the parties which requires adjudication . An award is passed 
accordingly . It shall come into force on the expiry of 30 days after its 
publication in the Government Gazette; 
Calicut, 

V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER, 
12-9 - 66 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 62913/H3/66 /HLD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 24th September 1966 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the dispute 
between the Management of Calicut Tile Company, Fercke, Calicut and 
their workmen represented by the Mercantile Employees Association , Calicut 
received by Government on 17th September 1966 is hereby published 
under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 ( Central Act XIV 
of 1947) . 

By order of the Governor, 

S. NAGARAJAN , 
Deputy Secretary. 


Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
(Friday the 16th day of September, Nineteen hundred and sixty-six ) 

Present: 
SHRI V : V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , B. A., B.L. 
Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 

In 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 47 of 1966 

Between 
THE MANAGEMENT 
OF CALICUT TILE Co., FEROKE, CALICUT 

And 
THE MERCANTILE EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION , 

CALICUT 
Representation : 
Shri M. Ramachandran , 
Advocate, 

For Management 
Ernakulam 
Shri S. K. Subramania Iyer, 
Advocate , 

For Association 
Calicut 
G 1966 . 
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AWARD 
The above dispute has been referred for adjudication to this Tribunal, 
by Government Order No. 2457/66 /HLD dated 11-7-1906 of the Health and 
Labour (H ) Department of the Government of Kerala. The only issue 
referred is 

" Retrenchment of Sri K. Sivadasan " . 
2. The Union filed its statement of the case on 18-8-1966 . The 
Union contends as follows: - Sri K. Sivadasan joined the service of the 
company on 1-5-1958 and was posted as assistant to the foreman for super 
vising the presses, kiln out-put etc., This work he did for about 2 years. 
Thereafter he was assigned Employees State Insurance work which consisted 
in maintaining the E.S.D. Register, issuing cards and preparing and sub 
mitting returns etc. This work he did till about January, 1964. After 
this, he was assigned the work of keeping accounts of the tiles loaded in the 
Kiln , tiles taken for drying, accounts of the firewood issued to the kiln etc. 
When lie was doing this work , he was retrenched with effect from 15-2-1966 . 
The retrench nentis illegal, being opposed to the principle of last come, 
first go embodied in Sec. 25G of the Industrial Disputes Act. It is also 
not bonafide as there was no need for the retrenchment and it was but part 
of a scheme of the Management to increase the workload of the members 
of the staff. The Union therefore prays that Sri Sivadasan may be re 
instated in service with continuity of service and back wages. 

3. When the case stood posted for the reply statement of the Manage 
ment, the parties filed a Joint Statement on 13-9-1966, shown hereunder as 
Annexure, praying for an Award in terms thereof. 

4. The termsof the statement are quite fair and just. It is therefore 
accepted and this Award is passed accordingly . It shall come into force on 
the expiry of 30 days after its publication in the Government Gazette. 
Calicut 

V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER, 
16-9-1966 . 

Industrial Tribunal. 


ANNEXURE 


In the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Kozhikode 

I. D. No. 47 of 1966 , 
In the matter of the dispute between the Management of the 
Calicut Tile Co., Feroke and the Mercantile Emplo 

yees Association, Calicut. 
JOINT STATEMENT FILED ON BEHALF OF THE MANAGEMENT 

AND THE UNION 
* The issue referred for adjudication by this Hon ble Tribunal is " Retren 
chment of Sri K. Sivadasan ." 
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The Union filed their claim statement on 18-8-1964 . The case was 
then posted for themanagement s reply statement to this the 13th September, 
1966. During the pendency of the dispute, the parties had direct negotiations 
as a result of which the following settlement is arrived at. 
Terms: 
(1) The Management agrees to reinstate Sri K. Sivadasan without 

back wages, but with continuity service, and the Union agrees to 

accept the same. 
(2 ) It is agreed between the parties that there is no claim monetary 

or otherwise as between them arising out of the retrenchment of 

Sri K. Sivadasan , 
(3 ) The parties pray that this Hon ble Court be pleased to pass an 

award in terms of this settlement. 
Dated this the 13th day of September, 1966. 
( Sd .) . 

(Sd.) 
Advocate , 

(M.Ramachandran ) 
For the Association . 

Advocate, 
For the Management. 


Kerala Gazette No. 49 dated 11th October 1966 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Health and Labour ( H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 63745 /H3/66 /HLD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 24th September 1966 . 
The award of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut in respect of the dispute 
between the Management of Sar Tile Works, Kallai, Kozhikode and their 
workmen represented by the Marcantile Employees Association , Calicut 
received by Government on 22nd September 1966 is hereby publi hed 
under Section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (Central Act XIV 
of 1947) 

By order of the Governor , 

S.NAGARAJAN , 

Deputy Secretary . 
Before the Court of the Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
( Tuesday , the 20th day of September, Nineteen hundred and sixty-six ) 

Present : 
SHRI V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , B. A., B. L , 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut 
INDUSTRIAL DISPUTE No. 53/66 

Between 

THE MANAGEMENT 
OF STAR TILE WORKS, KALLAI, KOZHIKODE 

And 
THE MERCANTILE EMPLOYEES ASSOCIATION , 

CALICUT. 

AWARD 
This dispute has been referred for adjudication to this Tribunal by 
Government Order No. Rt. 2915 /66 /HLD . dated 17-8-1966 of the Health 
and Labour ( H ) Department of the Government of Kerala . The issues 
referred are : 

( 1) Special allowance to typist . 

(2 ) Retirement age. 
2. The case stood posted to 16-9-1966 for Union statement. In the 
meantime a statement was received from the Union on 7-9-1966 by post in 
which it was stated that since the more important issues in which the Union 
was interested , viz., ( 1) Wage revision , fitment and weightage, ( 2) Fixed 
dearness allowance and Variable dearaness allowance , (3 ) Leave facilities 
and (4) gratuity, have not been referred for adjudication , they do not propose 
to proseiute the present reference. On 16-9-1966 when the case was called , 
the Union was also absent. In these circunstances, I have to hold that 
there is no dispute between the parties calling for adjudication . 

3. An award is passed accordingly . It shall come into force on the 
expiry of 30 days after its publication in the Government Gazette . 
Carnp : Ernakulam , 

V. V. SUBRAMANIA IYER , 
Date : 20-9-1966 . 

Industrial Tribunal, Calicut. 
G. 1967 
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Seetion by 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works ( Transport -B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 38807/ TB1/56 /PW . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by section 66 of the Travancore 
Public Canals and Public Ferries Act, 1096 (Act VI of 1096 ) the Govern 
ment of Kerala hereby make the following amendment to the Travancore 
Public Canals and Public Ferries Rules, 1100 M. E. namely :-- 

AMENDMENT 
In the said Rules : 

In rule 108 , for the words, "Kerala Water Transport Corporation , Ltd., 
Alleppey " occurring in Exemptions (2 ) and (3), the words " State Inland 
Water Transport Service, Trivandrum " shall be substituted . 

By order of the Governor, 

M.ALEXANDER , 
Deputy Secretary. 


G : 1982 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Abstract 
TRANSFER OF Revenue REGISTRY - UNIFIED Rules – ISSUED . 


REVENUE ( E ) DEPARTMENT 
G. O. (P ) No. 490,66 /Rev . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 14th September 1966 . 


Read :-1. Correspondence resting with Board s letter No. LR (C ) 1: 

18777/64 dated 5-11-1965. 
2. R. Dis. No. 7449 /52 /RD . dated 17-9-1953 . 


ORDER 
At present different sets of rules are being followed in the different 
reg ons in the State for the Tansfer of Revenue Registry " . The rules 
followed in the Travancore Cochin area are those contained in Government 
Notification No. R Dis. 7449/52/RD dated 17-9-1953 In the Malabar area 
of the State the rules now followed are those given in the Midras B.S.O 31 . 
Unified rules have since been prepared . 

2. In supe session of the isting rules on the subject, the Govern 
ment of Kerala hereby issue the appended Unified Rules for the Transfer of 
Registry 1966 . 


By order of the Governor, 
A. SETHUMADHAVA MENON , 

Secretary . 


TO 


The Superintendent ofGovernment Presses, Trivandrum 
The Board of Revenue (LR.) 
The Inspector General of Registration . 
183 
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I RANSFER OF REGISTRY RULES 1966 
In supersession of the rules laid down in the Travancore & Cochin 
Land Revenue Manuals , the Madras B. S. O. No. 31 and the unified rules 
issued by the Travancore-Cochin Government in their Notification R. Dis. 
No. 7449 /52/RD dated 17-9-1953 relating to the transfer of revenue registry, 
the Goveinment of Kerala hereby issue the following unified rules for the 
Transfer of Registry: 
1. (a ) These rules may be called the Transfer of Registry Rules, 1966 . 

(b ) They shall come into force at once . 
2. Transfer of Revenue Registry takes place either- 

( 1) by voluntary action of the owners , 
(21 by virtue of decrees of Civil courts or by Revenue sales, or 

(3 ) by succession . 

3. For effecting the transfer of registry, the following procedure shall 
be followed : 

(a) Voluntary transfer of title.- (i) In all cases of absolute transfer of 
title over a land, by sale, partition , gift, agreement etc., the party or parties 
therecf shall record in the application in Form I appended to these rules, 
their consent for the transfer of registry of the survey numbers involved in 
the transfer. A true copy of the document by which the transfer is proposed 
to be effected , shall be furnished on the reverse of the form . In the case of 
lengthy documents additional sheets on plain paper may be used in continua . 
tion of the form . This application shall be presented to the Registering 
Officer along with the document 10 be registered . 

(i ) The copy of the document furnished on the reverse of the 
application form shall be compared with the original document in the 
Registry Office and certified as true copy by the Registering Officer . 

( iii) After the admission of the document for registration , the 
Registering Officer shall obtain the signature of the transferor and the 
transferee, (or their agents or representatives) who agree to the transfer of 
registry on theapplication form , enter necessary particulars in the space 
provided and attest them by affixing his signature. Whenever any party 
does not appear for admission of exccution , the fact shall be so recorded on 
this form . 
Note: -Form of application (Form I) can be had from the Registry 

Office at 15 Ps. cach . 

(iv ) A register in Form Il shall be maintained in the Registry 
Office in which the details of applications received for tra fer of registry 
shall be entered giving them consecutive numbers for each calendar year. 

(v). The application for transfer of registry received in a month 
together with copies of the connected documents shall be forwarded by the 
Registering Officer to the Tahsildar concerned within seven days after the 
expiry of the month , with an intimation in Form No. III. The receipt of 
the application etc., shall be acknowledged by the Tahsildar in the space 
provided therefor in Form III and the portion of the form containing the 
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acknowledgment shall be returned within 7 days of its receipt to the issuing 
offico , where it shall be duly filed . 

(vi) The Registering Officer shall see that the application for 
transfer of registry are forwarded to the Tahsildar in a complete form . 

(vii) When the property involved in a transaction is situated in 
more than one village , as many copies of documents as there are such villages 
shall be obtained from the parties along with the applications for transfer of 
registry and shall be forwarded to the concerned Tahsildars. 

(viii) The Registering Officer shall prepare a statement in Form IV 
in respect of applications not acknowledged by the Tahsildars for a period 
of one month and forward it in the 1st week of every month to the Revenue 
Divisional Officer. On receipt of the statement, the Revenue Divisional 
Officer shall arrange for the acknowledgmeats being sent immediately . 

(b ) Transfers by decrees of Civil courts of Revenue sales.- (i) In respect 
of decrees or orders of Civil Courts which create any prop: ietary right over 
immovable property to the decree holder or revenue sales, when registered 
under the Registration Act, the Registering Officer shall follow the procedure 
laid down in Rule 3 (a ) . 

(ü ) Certificates filed under section 89 of the Indian Registration 
Act, 1908 relating to immovable property whereby the ownership of such 
property is conveyed or an absolute right over the property is created, shall 
be prepared in the Registry Office and forwarded to the Revenue authorities 
concerned for effecting transfer of registry with an explanatory note, after 
making necessary entries in the Register in Form No II. 

(c). Transfers due to succession .-- It shall be the duty of the Village 
Officer , whenever a pattadar dies, to report the fact to the Tahsildarwith the 
names of the legal heirs so far as can be ascertained . A statement of cases 
of transfer in which neither party has applied to nor has any application , 
copy of document etc.been received by the Tahsildar shall also be submitted 
by the Village Officer to the Tahsildar. When these cases are reported to 
the Tahsildar, necessary entries shall be made in the register in Form VIA 
as stated in rule 7(2) and on receipt back from the Tahsildar they shall be 
entered in Register No. VIB and the entry in Register VIA closed . 

4. It is open to any party desiring transfer of Registry under any of the 
categories mentioned in rule 3 to apply in writing in Fori IA to the 
Tahsildar or the Revenue Inspector concerned with copies of the documents 

5. On receipt of the application in Form I as laid down in rule 3 (a ) or 
copy of the documents specified in rule 3 (1 ) from the Registry Office, or on 
receipt of the report specified in rule 3 (c) from the Village Officers, or on 
receipt of an application from parties under rule 4, the Tahsildar shall enter 
them in the Register “ Transfer of Registry cases maintained in his office 
( Form No. V ). A similar register shall be maintained by the Revenue 
Inspector in respect of applications received by him . 

6. The transfer of registry cases shall bear consecutive serial number for 
cach calendar year. 


if any . 


7. ( 1) The Tahsildar shall forward the cases within 15 days to the 
concerned Village Officer for preparing the staterr.ent in Form A . 

(2 ) (i) A record of the reports sent to the Tahsildar under Rule 
3 (c ) shall bemaintained in the Village in Form VI- A . The transfer of 
registry cases received for report will be entered in a regist -r in form VI-B . 
The cases shall be registered in the order of their date of receint and A ? 
form statements prepared in the serial order by the Village Officer. The 
pending cases at the end of a financial year shall be carried over to the 
new register. The Revenue Inspectors shall check the entries in the new 
registers and furnish the following certificate on the first page of the first 
Vol. of the new Register: 

" Certified that all cases in the registers for the previous years pending 
on 31st March ........have been brought over to this register" . 

Signature 
Revenue Inspector 


Firka 


( ii ) The Village Officer furnishing the required details shall also 
certify in the statement in Form A whether the lands involved therein are 
owned by Scheduled castes or Scheduled tribes and whether the transfer of 
registry is in favour of the same community. It shall also be ascertained 
and reported whether there is any prohibition in the original document 
against alienation of the property by the transferor or his predecessor in 
interest Village Officers should certify in Form A Statement to the 
effect that the property is not pledged as security for loans etc., and it has 
not been attached by Government. 

(iii) If the transfer ofregistry in respect of the case cannot be 
effected owing to the restrictions on alienation laid down in any of the 
enactments, the fact should be reported and in that case the statement in 
Form A need not be furnished . 

( iv ). When the case regarding transfer of registry involves sub 
division of the property, an entry to that effect shall be made in the 
column provided for the purpose in form A and a plotted sketch in tri 
plicate showing the position and the area of sub division together with 
sub -division statements in triplicate shall be forwarded along with state, 
ment in form A . For this purpose , the Village Assistant shall measure 
the new sub-division boundary according to its alignment as seen on the 
ground, after issue of intimation to the parties. The signature of all the 
parties involved in the sub -division case in token of their approval of the 
extent and boundaries of the new sub -division shall as far as possible, be 
obtained in the sketch and the sub -division statement. 

If it is not possible to prepare a plotted sketch on account of the non 
availability of proper survey data relating to that field , a location sketch 
giving the length ofthe boundary lines of the plot in question and complete 
description of the boundary including survey or sub division numbers, 
names of owners and occupants of the adjoining fields should be furnished . 
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If there are porambokes adjoining the field this fact should be clearly 
mentioned in thesketch . In short, sufficient data to plot ir dependently 
the portion of the land tran ferred must be furnished in the sletch . 

The 
Village Assistant shall also furnish a certificate to the effect that there are 
well defined and clear hedges or boundaries for the plot proposed to be 
sub-divided . 

The Village Assistant shall forward his report through the Village 
Officer and under intimation to the Tahsildar, to the Tall k Surveyor or 
the Revenue Inspector as the case may be , who shall check measure the 
plot,sciutinise the sketch and submit the file to the Tahsildar with the least 
possible delay . 

8. The Village Officer shall prepare and submit the stateme its or 
reports under Rule-7 within two weeks of the receipt of the Tahsildar s 
order. 

9. The cases received back in the Taluk Office with the report of the 
Village Officer shall be classified and dealt with according to the following 
instructions. 

(a ) Uncontested cases. 
(b ) Contested Cases . 

( c) Cases involving sub -divisions. 
10. Uncontested cases may be of two kinds:-- 

(1) those which can be disposed of without further enquiry. 
( 2) those in which a decision cannot he taken without conducting a 

further enquiry by the De, uty Tahsildar or Tahsildar. 
Note.-- (i) Cases of sale and other absolute transfer of land mentioned 

under rule 3 (a ) and (b ) will fall under the 1st category. 
In such cases no enquiry is necessary and they shall be 

disposed of by the Deputy Tahsildar of the Taluk . 
Nole . - ii) The cases coming under the second category are transfers 

due to inheritance acquisition of title by adverse posses 
sion etc. for which the parties might have applied under 
rule 4. Most of such cases are usually uncontested but 
in all such cases rotices should be issued to the parties 
interested , if any, inviting objections, to the transfer of 
registry . The obicction should be preferred within 
15 days of the service of the notice. Copies of the notice 
shall also be published on the Notice Board of the con 
cerned Village, Panchayat and Taluk Olices. 

Such cases 
shall also be disposed of by the Deputy Tahsildar on 
merits, after giving the parties concerned an opportunity 
of heing heard . A Revenue Inspector after making 
personal enquiry in the village where the land is situated 
may dispose of such of the petitions, presented to him 
and also such of the cases of transler ascertained by him 
as do not involve the formation of new sub -divisions and 
aboutwhich there is no dispute . 
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11. All contested cases shall be enquired into and disposed of by the 
Tahsildar , following the procedure laid down in Note (ii) to rule 10. 

12. The cases which involve sub - division of the plots may be of the 
following types : 

( 1) Those in which the documents of transfer specifically mention 
the area of the land conveyed and give det tils ofmeasurements ofthe land 
or details of the boundaries which would facilitate the location of the land 
on the ground . 

( 2 ) those in which the clocuments mention only the area but do 
not give either the details of the measurements of the land or boundaries. 

(3) those in which the documents do not mention the area but give 
details of measurements or boundaries . 

(4 ) those in which the documents give only the area but no other 
details to enable the location of the land on the ground . 

Transfer of registry in the above cases shall be ordered only if it has 
been possible to effect sub - division on the ground. On receipt of the file 
from the Taluk Surveyor or the Revenue Inspector as the case may be and 
after making necessary enquiries, the Tahsilda: may either accept or reject 
the proposals. In case of acceptance, the orders shall be provisional as the 
sub -division sketches and state nents have yet to be scrutinised and area 
computed by the Superintendent of Survey and Land Records. 

Copies of the provisional order shall be communicated to the Village 
Officer to the parties and the concerned clerk in the Taluk Office. Necessary 
entries may be made with reference to the provisional order in the Village 
and Taluk accounts but the entires relating to the survey number or sub 
division number and extent shall bemade only in pencil. 

A copy of the provisional order together with the sketch and sub 
division statement in triplicate shall be cominunicated to the Superinten 
dent of Survey and Land Records for scrutiny and computation of the 

On receiving itback from him after scrutiny, final orders shall be 
passed by the Tahsildar. A copy of the sketch and sub - division statement 
shall then be communicated to the Village Officer_for getting nccessary 
entries being made in the Village Accounts by the Taluk Surveyor or the 
Revenue Inspector during his next visit to the Village and for filiug them 
with the village records of the concerned survey field. Another copy o 
the sanctioned sketch and statement shall be filed with the records of the 
concerned survey field in the Taluk Office. 

The cost ofeffecting sub divisions at the rate fixed from time to time, 
shall be met by the transforee. If it is not possible to effect sub division on 
the ground , the name of the transferce shall be jointly registered . Ordinarily, 
no transfer of registry case shall be kept pending for more than 4 months. 

13. As soon as the cases are finally disposed of, necessary entries shall be 
made in the Taluk Register of transfer of registry applications. 

14. In conducting enquiries in the case for transfer of registry, the 
following general principles shall also be observed . 


area . 
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(1) When the transfer of registry is sought for under the authority of 
a decree of a Civil Court or revenue sale, or registered document and if the 
transferor is not the registered pattadar, the production of the document 
with the tax receipt or with a certificate from the Village Oiticer as to the 
possession of the property and payment of land tax thereof will be sufficient 
evidence regarding the bonafides of the application provided thai, the series 
of transactions connecting the transferor with the pattadar are ascertained 
and recorded . 

(2 ) When the transfer of registry is due to inheritarce , a summary 
enquiry as to who is the nearest legal heir of the deceased pattadar accord . 
ing to the law of inheritance applicable to the parties concerned and a certi 
ficate from the Village Officer as to the possession and payment of tax or the 
production of the tax receipt will be sufficient. A notification inviting 
objections to the proposed transfer of registry in the name of the legal heirs 
shall be published in the Village, Panchayat and Taluk Offices inviting 
objections, if any, within a period of 15 days from the date of publication of 
the notice . 

( 3) In cases in which one of the joint pattadars alienates a portion of 
a holding , without specifying the exact lie arca and boundaries of the land 
so alienated in relation to the entire holding sub -division and cragsfer of 
registry of the land in favour of such a transferce are not possible. In such 
cases, the name of the transferce shal be registered joint y with the other 
co -shares and the transferor s name removed unless his interest has been 
transferred only in part. The consent of the other joint pattadars is not 
necessary in such c.ses but notice shall be given to all persons interested 
and their objections if any duly considered . In those cases where the docu . 
ment specifies the extent and also the lic of the laid and where it is certified 
that the land transferred is in the transferee s possession , sub - division and 
transfer of registry shall be effected after giving notice to the other joint 
pattadars and hearing them . In such cases also the consent of the other 
joint holders is not necessary: 

(4 ) In respect of the Oodukkoor cases of the erstwhile Travancore 
area , transfer of registry shall be sanctioned only for the sub-division of the 
share hold and the assessment paid by the transferor and not for the area 
transferred. No sub -division sketch is then necessary. But in the cases in 
which the shareholders come to a settlement and divide the land by metcs 
and bounds, sub -division shall also be effected and the transfer ofregistry 
duly sanctioned . 

The system of holding lands without specifying the area and the 
boundaries of each share shall not br recogniscu in new In cases , 
the transfer of regi try shall be ordered only in the names of all the joint 
share holders making them jointly and severally responsible for the payment 
of land tax etc. In case the share holders divide the land by metes and 
bounds, sub-division and separato registry shall be effected . 

(5) No conditional or temporary transfer of registry in the names of 
mortgagecs, lessees etc. shall be ordered . 
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(6 ) When transfer of registry is refused in any case, the reasons for 
such refusal shall be briefly stated in the decision . 

15. With the help of the details furnished in the stateinent in Form A 
prepa ed by the Village Officers and such further information as the Tahsil 
dar may receive from parties an.1 village officials at the time of enquiry 
regarding the fact of possession and enjoyment, payment of tax and other 
particulars, the Tahsildar shall determine the person in whose name the 
transfer of registry shall bemade. No case shall be rejected solely for the 
default of appearance of the parties as it is the immediate concern of the 
Land Revenue Department to keep the thandaper accounts (Chitta ) up-to 
date and bring into it the names of the real land holders who shall be held 
liable for the payment of Governmeut revenue due on the land . 

16. The summary enquiry and decision thereon is only an arrangement 
for fiscal purposes and does not affect the legal rights ofany person in respect 
of the lands covered by the decisions in trans er of registry cases. The 
question of legal rights is always subject to adjudication by Civil Courts and 
pattas will be revised from time to time in accordance with judicial deci 
sions. 

17. Notwithstanding anything contained in these rules, it shall be com 
petent for the Tahsildar to take up and dispose of any transfer of registry 
case which under these rules could be disposed of by a Deputy Tahsildar or 
by a Revenue Inspector. Orders in a transfer of registry case shall be 
communicated promptly to the Village Officer and to the parties concerned 
and shall be given effect to in the Village Accounts. A patta in the pre 
scribed form under the signature of the Tahsildar, in accordance with the 
decision , shall be issued to those who apply for it . 

18. (i) An appeal against an order passed by the Revenue Inspector 
shall lie to the Tahsildar and an appeal against the order passed by the 
Tahsildar or the Deputy Tahsildar shall lie to the Revenue Divisional 
Officer . Appeals shall be presented within 30 days from the date of receipt 
of the order. In computing the period of 30 days, the time taken for obtain 
ing a copy of the order shall be excluded . 

(ii) The appellate authority may admit an appeal after the expiry of 
the prescribed period of 30 days if he is satisfied that the appellant had good 
and sufficient cause for not preferring the appeal within that period. In 
such cases, the authority who admits the appeal shall record the fact of 
having condoned the delay . 

(iii ) No appeal shall be admitted unless accompanied by the original 
or a certified copy of the order appealed against . ( The certified copies shall 
be prepared on stamp paper and signed by competent authority) No 
officer shalldecide a case in appeal without giving notice to the parties 
who are affected by the decision and without giving them an opportunity to 
be heard . 

( iv ) There shall be no second appeal. But it shall be open to the 
District Collector if he is satisfied that sufficient ground exists to revise, 
cancel or alter on his own motion or otherwise any decision or order passed 
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by the Revenue Inspector, Deputy Tahsildar, Tahsildar or the Revenue 
Divisional Officer within a period of one year from the date of such 
decision . 

(v ) No revision shall however be entertained by the District Collector 
unless the parties have exercised the right ofappeal prescribed under the e 
rules. No order in revision interfering with the original order shall be 
passed without giving to the party or parties affected thereby a reasonable 
opportunity of being heard. The revision petition presented by the parties 
shall be accompanied by the original or a certified copy of the order sought 
to be revised . The certified copies shall be prepared on stamp paper of 
sufficient value. The District Collector shall take up a revision case and 
decide it if it comes to his knowledge that there is a likelihood of Govern 
ment being involved in a Civil Suit . 

19. It shall he open to the District Collector if sufficient grounds exist, 
to transfer a Transfer of Registry Appeal Case pending before a Tahsildar 
or Revenue Divisional Officer in his District to the file of his Personal 
Assistant for disposal or take it on his own file and dispose it of himself. 

20. It shall be open to the Board of Revenue, if sufficient grounds 
exist, to take on its file and dispose of any transfer of registry case pending 
before a District Collector. 

21. The appeal and revision petitions shall be duly stamped . 

22. As soon as orders are passed on a transfer ofregistry_case, the 
Tahsildar shall cause the necessary entries to be made in the Thandaper 
accounts ( Chitta ) of the village. In the cases in which the decision is subse 
quently cancelled or altered in revision under rule 19 or 20 the Tahsildar 
shall order the necessary corrections being made at once in the thandaper 
accounts (Chitta ). A patta in the prescribed form under the signature of the 
Tahsildar, in accordance with the decision shall be issued to those who 
apply for it. 

23. The number in the thandaper account (chitta ) shall run consecu 
tively except in the cases in which the transferec is already a thandaper 
holder . 

24. The Tahsildar shall during his inspection of the village office satisfy 
himself that the thandaper accounts (chitta) have been brought up -to-date 
according to the decisions in transfer of registry cases. 

25. At the close of every year, the Tahsildar shall record a certificate in 
the last volume of the thandaper account (chitta ) to the effect that it has 
been brought up -to-date according to the decisions in all transfer of registry 

26. Patta Nos. which have fallen blank in the thandaper or chitta 
accounts as a result of giving effect to the changes on account of transier of 
registry shall be retained as such for a minimum period of one year from the 
year in which they fell blank and such numbers shall be filled in .aft er tha 
period . 

G. 1893 


cases. 
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27. Transfer of title by succession.-- Under this class of transfers, all cases 
of change of registry necessitated by the death or prolonged absence for 
more than seven years of the registered holder will be disposed of. 

(i) Succession by heirship . - In dealing with claims to succession by 
heirship , if the succession is not disputed , the Tahsildar may direct the 
transfer of registry either at once or after due enquiry . If the succession is 
disputed , he should hold a sunimary enquiry as to who has the right to 
succeed to the property of the deceased registered holder according to the 
principles of the law of succession which governs the case and give notice to 
all persons known or believed to be interested in the manner provided in 
Note (ii) to Rules 10 to the effect that the registry will be made in the name 
of the person found to be entitled , unless a declaration is filed , within three 
months from the date of the notice , by any person objecting to the registry, 
stating that he has instituted a suit in a civil court to establish his superior 
title and an authenticated copy of the plaint in the suit is produced . " If no 
declaration is filed , the registry should be made as stated in the notice, at the 
expiration of thee months. If a declaration is filed , the result of the suit 
should be awaited before taking further action . With regard to the entry of 
the names of the heirs in the case of undivided families, the name 

of the 
managing member or members should be registered . In other cases, the 
names of all the heirs entitled to shares in the property should be registered . 

( ii) Succession in case of disappearance of registered holder.-- In case of 
disappearance for more than 7 years of the registered holder of a holding and 
in the absence of any evidence to show that he is still alive , he should be 
considered as dead and registry transferred in the name of his legalheirs 
accordingly . In all cases in which there are no legal heirs who claim the 
registry, it may be made in the name of the person in possession of the lands 
after giving notice in the District Gazette if published in the District or in 
the Government Gazette to the effect that the registry will be made in his 
name unless a declaration is filed within three months from the date of the 
notice by any person objecting to the registry stating that he has instituted a 
suit in a Civil Court to establish his right and an authenticated copy ofthe 
plaint it: the suit is produced . It no declaration is filed , the registry shall be 
made as stated in the notice at the expiration of three months. If a declara 
tion is filed , the result of the suit should be awaited before taking further 
action . 

28. Transfer in favour of person proving tille by adverse possession for 12 years 
or more. - Where parties who have no documents of title are shown in a sum 
mary enquiry to have been in actual, continuous and uninterrupted possession 
as reputed owners for 12 years or more transfer of registry may be made after 
notice, etc. is provided in Note (ii) to Rule 10. The action contemplated 
in this paragraph may be taken by the revenue officers either on their own 
motion or on the applications presented by the partics concerned . 

Payment of revenue as evidenced by the production of kist receipts or by 
the testimony of the village officers may be taken as proof of possession , but 
the absence of such proof shall not be considered entirely to invalidate the 
claim and oral evidence of possession may be accepted. 
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29. The Tahsildars shall intimate all changes effected by them on 
account of sub- divisions to the Registering Officers who have jurisdiction 
over the properties once in 3 months ( in a prescribed form ) so as to reach 
them on or before the 15th of the month succeeding the quarter to which 
they relate. 
Form of application for transfer of revenue registry 

FORMI 
FORM TO BE USED WHEN THE APPLICATION IS PRESENTED TO A 

REGISTRAR OR SUB REGISTRAR OF ASSURANCES 
1, 

son of............residing at.. 
request that the revenue registry of the lands referred to in the schedule 
attached hereto and registered in the name of........may be transferred to 
the name of.... 

residing at... 

(Signature of the transferor ) 
I , the aforesaid .. 

consent to have the revenue registry of the 
lands entered in the schedule transferred to my name. 

(Signature of the transferee) 


.., son of. 


Extent 
Hectare Ares Sq. metres. 


cents 


( 1) ( 2 ) (3 ) (4 ) (5 ) (6 ) 

(7 ) 

( 8 ) ( 9) 
Executed before 

Registering Oficer . 
N. B. - In the case of i: am villages, etc., the land should be described by 

boundaries as in the documents registered , and the inability of 
the parties to furnish all the particulars referred to in the 
schedule should not stand in the way of the application being 
executed if they furnish sufficient information for the identifica 

tion of the lands. 
If the transfer refers to taxed -trees, the word " trees " should be substi 
tuted for lands in the body of the application ; the words " on which the trees 
stand" should be added to the headings of columns 3 and 4 in the schedule 
and the heading of column 7 altered into "number and description of 
trees " . 
Note - It is not essential that the application should be signed by both 

the transferor and the transferee when it is signed by only oneof 
them , the Registering Officer shall strike out the blank declara 
tion and affix his initials across it. 
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FORM IA 
FORM TO BE USED WHEN THE APPLICATION IS PRESENTED TO 

REVENUE OFFICERS 
I/We... ..son /sons.. residing in the village of.. 
in .. taluk , do hereby request that the land specified in the schedule 
on the reverse and registered in the name of... .be transferred in the 
name of..........son of.... .... residing in the village of....... 
Dated 

(Signature of Transferor) 
I/We named above do hereby consent to have the registry of the land 
specified in the schedule transferred in my/ourname. 
Dated 

(Signature of Transferee) 

SCHEDULE 
Village 

Taluk 


Area 
Hectare Ares 


Sq .metres 


cents 


( 1) (2 ) (3 ) (4 ) 

(5 ) 

(6 ) (7 ) (8) 

Rs. Ps. 
Verified 

(1) That the description of land, area , assessment and name of 
transferor have been checked with the land register. 

(2) That the name of the registered holder given in the application 
is correct and that the signature of the transferor and the transferee are 
genuine. 
Dated 

Karanam 

Signature of 
No. 

Headman 

DECISION 
The Village Officers have been ordered to have the transfer effected 
during fasli as requested by both parties. 
Date 

Tahsildar. 
Note: This form should be printed on a quarter sheet of paper with 

the application on one side and the schedule on the reverse. 
Copies of forms in the regional language only should be supplied 
to Collector and not copies in English or in diglott. The original 
applications shall be retained in the taluk office and the orders 
passed separately communicated to the village officers, the clerical 
work involved in making copies being reduced either by using 
the prescribed printed forms or by requiring the applicants for 
transfer to present their applications in duplicate . 


FORM II 


REGISTER OF TRANSFER OF REGISTRY APPLICATIONS IN THE OFFICE OF THE 

REGISTERING OFFICER FOR THE YEAR ....... 


Details of document 


Date 


To whom sent 


Remarks 


Si,No. 


of 
receipt 


Date 
Date of 

of des 
Regis- patch of 
tration applica 

tion 


Date 

of 
acknow 
ledge 
ment 


No. of 
forward 

ing 
letter 


Number 


Year 


Nature 
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FORM III 
RECEIPT OF TRANSFER OF REGISTRY APPLICATION 


No ....... 

From 


The Registering Officer 
Το 

The Tahsildar,.. 
Sir, 

The under noted applications for transfer of registry may b 
accepted and the acknowledgments returned within 7 days. 

Registration office : 
Date : 

Registrar. 
Total Description Year Book No. 

Remarks 
No. 


Acknowledged receipt of the above applications 

Tahsildar|Dy. Tahsildar. 
No. 
From 

The Registering Officer 
TO 

The Tahsildar,.... 

The under noted applications for transfer of registry may be 
accepted and acknowledgments returned within 7 days. 

Registry Office, 
Date : 

Registering Officer 
Total Description rear Book 

No. Remarks 
No. 


Sir , 


Acknowledged receipt of the above application 
Office : 
Date : 

Tahsildar Dy. Taksildar. 
Το 

The Registering Officer .. 


FORM IV 
CONSOLIDATED STATEMENT OF APPLICATIONS FOR TRANSFER OP REGISTRY REMAINING 

TO BE ACKNOWLEDGED BY THE TAHSILDARS FOR OVER ONE MONTH 


Office to which the applica 
tions for transfer of registry 

were sent 


Details of cases in respect of 
which acknowledgements 
remain to be received 
during the preceed . 

ing month 


Total No. 


Remarks 


15 


Registry Office , 
........ 196 


Registering Officer . 


To 


The Revenue Divisional Officer . 


Serialnumber 


1 


N 


Dateofreceipt 


2 3 


Fromwhomreceived 


CurrentNo.anddate 


Nameofvillage(Amsom/Desom) 


Surveynumber 


Sub-divisionNo.orletter 


| 8 9 


Extentaffected 


PattaNo.andnameofTransferor 


PattaNo.andnameofTransferee 


No.anddateofdocumentifany 


IN ..............DISTRICT ...................... TALUK FOR THE YEAR .... 

REGISTER FOR TRANSFER OF REGISTRY CASES 

FORM V 


10 11 12 13 14 


Dateonwhichputupbyclerk 


Dateofreceiptbackbyclerk 


15 16 17 


Referencemadetowhomanddate ReplyreceivedfromwhomandNo.and 

dateofreply 
Dateofreceiptbyclerk Natureofdecision 
Dateofcommunicationofordertoappli 

cantandVillageOfficers 


18 


19 


Ifacaseinvolvingsub-division,dateon whichcopyoftheorderandsketch werehandedovertoclerkmaintaining RegisterJandtheSl.No.assignedin 

RegisterJ Remarks 


20 


91 
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FORM No. VI A 
VILLAGE REGISTER OF TRANSFER OF REGISTRY CASES REPORTED BY THE VILLAGE OFFICERS 


Village: 


Survey 


Tandaper holders 


Kara 


Desom 


Sl.No. 


Name and address 
of the person in 
whose favour 

registry is 
recommended 


Dateofsubmis 
sionofreport toTahsildar 


Sl.No.inregis 
terNo.VIB 


Number 


No. 


Name 


Remarks 


Sub- division 

No. 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


10 


17 


Note : 


FORM VI B 
VILLAGE REGISTER OF TRANSFER OF REGISTRY CASES 


Village : 


Kara 


Survey 


Tandaper 
holder s 

or 
Pattadar s 


Tandaper 
holder s or Pat 
tadar s No. and 
name in whose 
favour trans 

ferred 


Muri 


accountsetc. 


Desom 


Sub 
division 


No. 


No. or 
letter 


Remarks 


No. Name 


No. 


Name 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


18 


ഫാറം- എ 
പട്ടയമാററകണക്കു 


താലൂക്ക 
വില്ലേജ 


സ് 


കൈമാറ്റം ചെയ്യണ്ട 
സ്ഥലത്തിൻറ 
വിസ്തീറ്റ 


ബേസിക്കും കൈമാററംചെയ്തസ്ഥലം കൈമാററത്തിനു ശേഷം 
ടാക്സ് ഉൾപ്പെടെ 5 ക മാററം കൈമാററം ചെയ്ത ആളി 

സിദ്ധിച്ചആളിൻതണ്ട ൻറ തണ്ടപ്പേരിൽ ബേ 
പ്പേരിൽ ഉള്ളബേസിക്കു സിക്കു ടാക്സിനു വിധേയ 
ടാക്സിനും വി ധേയ മായി മായ ബാക്കിസ്ഥലം 
ആകെ വിസ്തീം 


19 


3 


1 2 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


17 


16 


സ്ഥലം 


18 


തീയതി...................." 


അത 
രാജഭോഗംഉണ്ടെങ്കിൽ 


പ, 


19 


ലിററർ 


20 


പറ 


- 21 


മില്ലീലിററർ 


ഇടങ്ങഴി 


നെല്ല് 

ജന്മിക്ക ര ം 


22 


മററുസാധനങ്ങൾ 


23 


പണം 


24 


പെ. 


പട്ടയമാററകണക്ക ° _ ( തുടർച്ച ) 

ഫാറം- എ 


25 


അന്യാധീനത്തിൻറയോ പിൻതുടർച്ചയുടെയോ 

സ്വഭാവം 


26 


കൈമ ാററംകിട്ടേണ്ട ആളിന്റെ പേരും 


വില്ലേജ് ആഫീസർ. 
വില്ലേജ് അസിസ്റ്റൻറ്റ്. 


| 27 


സബ്ഡിവിഷൻആവ ശ്യമ ാണ് എന്നും, ആണെങ്കിൽസ്ഥലത്തി ൻകിടപ്പ്കാണി ക്കുന്നസ്ഥലമായി 


വില്ലേജ 
താലൂക്കു 


. 


സ്ച്ച് 


റിമാർക്കും 


20 


t 


Kerala Gazette No.40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Revenue (G ) Department 

ERRATUM 
G. O. Rt. 1094 /66 /RD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 27th Seplember 1966 . 
In the notification of the Government of India , Ministry of Finance 
(Department of Revenue and Insurance ) repuhlisl.ed as notification G.O. 
Rt. No. 801/66 Rev. dated 28 h June 1966 in the Kerala Gazette No. 30 
dated 26th July 1966, Part I, Section ii , for " No. 21" riad " No. 6 " . 


By order of the Governor, 

T.J. PAILY , 
Assistant Secretary . 


. 1979 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 , 
PART I 

Section i. 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Law Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 10507- B2 /66 /Law . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 24th September 1966 : 
The following Act of Parliament, published in the Gazette of India , 
Extraordinary, Part II Section 1, dated the 1st September , 1966 is hereby 
republished for general information . The Bill as passed by the Houses of 
Parliament received the assent of the President on the 31st August 1966 . 

By order of the Governor, 
K.KUNJURAMAN NAIR , 

Joint Secretary (Law ). 
THE CUSTOMS( AMENDMENT) ACT, 1966 . 

(Act 20 of 1966 ) 


AN 


ACT 


further to amend the Customs .Ict, 1962. 
Be it enacted by Parliament in the Seventeenth Year of the Republic 
of India as follows: 

1. Short title . This Act may be called the Customs (Amendment) 
Act, 1966 . 

2. Amendment of section 14. - In section 14 of the CustomsAct, 1962 
(52 of 1962) (hereinafter referred to as the principal Act), in sub-section (1 ), 
to clause (a ) the following proviso shall be added , namely : 
" Provided that in the case of imrorted goods, such price shall be 

calculated with reference to the rate of exchange as in force on the 

relevant date referred to in sub-section (1 ) of section 15 ;" . 
3. Amendment of section 15. - In section 15 of the principal Act, 

(a) in sub-section (1), for the words " The rate of duty" , the words 
" The rate of duty, rate of exchange " shall be substituted ; 

(b ) after sub -section (2), the following sub -section shall be inserted , 
namely : 

(3 ) For the purposes of section 14 and this section 
(a ) " rate of exchange” means the rate of exchange determined 

by the Central Government for the conversion of Indian 
currency into foreign currency or foreign currency into 

Indian currency; 
u . 1935 : 
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(b ) " foreign currency" and " Indian currency " have the 

meanings respectively assigned to them in the Foreign 

Exchange Regulation Act, 1947 (7 of 1947 ). . 
4. Repeal and saving.- (1) The Customs (Amendment) Ordinance, 1966 
( 8 of 1966), is hereby repealed . 

( 2) Notwithstanding such repeal, anything done or any action taken 
under the principalAct as amended by the said Ordinance shall be deemed 
to have been done or taken under the principal Act as amended by this Act 
as if this Act had come into force on the 6th day of June , 1966 . 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART I 

Section ii 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Food Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 13958 /A2/66 / Fd . D. 

Dated, Trivandrum , 16th September 1966 . 
The following Notification No. GSR . 1377 , dated 5th September, 1966 
of the Government of India , Ministry of Food, Agriculture, Community 
Development and Co -operation Department of Food ), New Delhi, published 
in the Gazette of India Extra-ordinary in Part II, Section 3, sub-section (1) 
is hereby republished for general information . 

By order of the Governor, 
M. LAKSHMANAN PILLAT, 

Deputy Secretary 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
Ministry of Food , Agriculture, 
Community Development and Co-operation 

(Department of Food ) 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 5th September 1966 / 

14th Bhadra , 1888 . 
G. S. R. 1377. - In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 15 of the 
Sugar (Control) Order, 1966 , the Central Government hereby directs that 
the powers conferred on it by clause 7 of the Sugar ( Control) Order, 1966 
sliali also be exercisable by a State Government or an officer duly authorised 
by it in this behalf , for the purpose of fixation of the price of sugar, except 
at the ex -factory stage, subject to the condition- . 

(i) that such price shall not exceed the price or the maximum 

price, as the case may be, fixed under sub-clause (1 ) of clause 
7 of the said order for sale of sugar ex-factory, plus the aggre 
gate of the transport charges from the factory to any town or 
area of consumption , the local taxes and other charges to cover 

incidental expenses including the dealer s profit ; 
(ii) that the powers aforesaid shall be ercised in accordance with 

the instructions issued by the Central Government in this behalf 
from time to time. 

[No. 1-26/66 -S . Py.] 

( Sd .) 
K. L. PASRICHA, 

Joint Socretary . 
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PART I 

Section i 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 

Food Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 14421/ Fd . B1/66 /Fd . D. Dated , Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 

The following Order G. S. R. 1382 dated 9th September, 1966 . 
the Government of India , Ministry of Food , Agriculture, Community 
Development and Co-operation (Department of Food ) published in the 
Gazette of India Extraordinary [Part II - Section 3 - sub - section (i) ] dated 
9th September, 1966 is hereby republished for general information . 

By order of the Governor, 
M. LAKSAMANAN PILLAI, 

Deputy Secretary . 
“ GOVERNMENT OF INDIA 
Ministry of Food , Agriculture , Community Development and 

Co -operation 
(Department of Food ) 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 9th September 1966 . 
G. S. R. 1382. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 3 of the 
Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955 ), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following order to amend the Foodgrains (Prohibition of 
Use in Manufacture of Starch ) Order, 1966 , namely: 

1. This Order may be called the Foodgrains (Prohibition of Use in 
Manufacture of Starch ) Amendment Order, 1966 . 

2. In the Foodgrains (Prohibition of Use in Manufacture of Starch ) 
Order, 1966 , after clause 4 , the following clause shall be inserted , namely : 
“ 4A . Manufacture of Starch out of Damaged |Deteriorated Foodgrains: 

Notwithstanding anything, contained in clauses 3 and 4 , 
no person shall use damaged or deteriorated foodgrains in 
the manufacture of starch except under and in accordance 
with a permit issued by the Central or State Government 
or an officer authorized by such Government, and unless 
such foodgrains have been certified by the said authority 
as unfit for human consumption " . 

[No. 205 (Genl.) (1)/897/66-PY. II ] 

J. A. DAVE , 
Director-General of Food and Joint Secretary." 


G. 1990 
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PART I 

கேரள அரசு 


Section iii 


சட்டத்துறை 


விளம்பரம் . 
- எண் . 4834- H 2/65|சட்டம் . 

திருவனந்தபுரம் 1965 டிசம் 31 . 

( சாகா ) 1887 பௌஷா, 10 . 
இந்தியக்குடியரசுத் தலைவரால் 1965 டிசம்பர் 31 - ம் தேதி இயற்றப் 
பட்ட கீழ்க்காணும் சட்டம் பொது தகவலுக்கென பிரசுரிக்கப்படுகின்றது . 


மாநிலத்தலைவரின் ஆணைப்படி , 
பி . உண்ணிக்கிருஷ்ண குறுப், 

சட்டச்செயலாளர் . 
1965- ம் வருட கேரள இந்துக்களின் பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்கள் 

( பிரவேசன அதிகார ) சட்டம் . 

( 1965 - ன் 7 -வது எண் ) 
இந்திய குடியரசின் பதினாறாவது ஆண்டில் குடியரசு தலைவரால் இயற்றப் 
பட்டது . 

இந்துக்களில் எல்லா வகுப்பினரும் மற்றும் எல்லா பிரிவினரும் பொடி 
வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்களில் பிரவேசிப்பதற்கு சிறந்த ஏற்பாடுகள் செய்வதற்கான 
ஒரு சட்டம் . 

1965- ம் ஆண்டின் கேரள மாநில சட்டசபை ( அதிகார ஒப்படைப்பு ) 
சட்டத்தின் ( 1965 - ன் 12- ம் சட்டம் ) 3 - ம் பிரிவின் மூலம் வழங்கப்பட்ட 
அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து - இந்தியக்குடியரசுத் தலைவர் கீழ்க்காணும் 
சட்டத்தினை இயற்ற மனமுவந்துள்ளார்.- 

1 . சுருக்கத்தலைப்பு , விரிவு மற்றும் ஆரம்பம் .- ( 1 ) இச்சட்டம் 1965- ம் 
ஆண்டின் கேரள இந்துக்களின் பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்கள் (பிரவேசன 
அதிகார ) சட்டம் என அழைக்கப்படலாம் 

(2 ) இது கேரள மாநிலம் முழுவதும் வியாபிக்கும் . 

( 3) கெஸற்றில் விளம்பரம் செய்வதன் மூலம் அரசாங்கம் நிச்சயிக்கக் 
கூடிய தேதியன்று இது அமலுக்கு வரும் , 

2. சொற்பொருள் விளக்கங்கள் : -- சந்தர்ட்பம் மாறாகத் தேவைப்பட்டா 
லன்றி , இச்சட்டத்தில் , 

( எ ) “ இந்து ” எனும் சொல்லில் புத்தமதத்தையோ , சீக்கிய மதத் 
தையோ, ஜைன மதத்தையோ ஒப்புக்கொண்டுள்ள ஒரு நபர் எனும் பொருள் 
உட்படும் . 

G. 292 . 
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பொதுவாக 


( பி ) " பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலம் எனில் எப்பெயரில் அறியப் 
பட்டாலும் அல்லது எந்த நபருக்குச் சொந்தமானதாயினும் , ஏதேனும் , சமயக் 
கடன்கள் நிறைவேற்றுவதற்கென அல்லது பிரார்த்தனை செய்வதற்கென இந்துக் 
களுக்கு , இந்துக்களின் பிரிவினருக்கு அல்லது அதன் வகுப்பினருக்கு அல்லது 
அவர்களின் நன்மைக்காக அர்ப்பணிக்கப்பட்டதோ அல்லது 
அவர்களால் பயன்படுத்தப்படுகின்றதோவான ஒரு இடம் என பொருட் 
படுவதுடன் அத்தகைய இடத்தோடு சேர்ந்த அல்லது அத்துடன் இணைக்கப் 
பட்ட எல்லா பூமிகளும் மற்றும் அதன்கீழான கோயில்கள் ( Shrines) மடங்கள் 
தேவஸ்தானம் , நமஸ்க்கார மண்டபங்கள் மற்றும் நாலம்பலங்கள் முதலான 
வையும் எந்த திரு நிலைக்குளங்கள் (Sacred Tanks ) கிணறுகள் , ஊற்றுகள் , 
நீரோடைகள் ஆகியவையின் தண்ணீர் வழிபடப் படுகின்றதோ அல்லது குளிப் 
பதற்கு, வழிபடுவதற்கு பயன்படுத்தப்படுகின்றதோ அவையும் உட்படும் , ஆனால் 
ஸ்ரீகோயில் உட்படாது . 

( R ) வகுப்பு அல்லது பிரிவு ” எனும் சொல்லில் எதுவாயினும் 
ஏதேனும் பிரிவு , துணைப்பிரிவு , உபஜா தி (Sub caste ) உட்பிரிவு அல்லது மதப் 
பிரிவு என்பவை உட்படும் . 

3. பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்களை இந்துக்களின் எல்லா பிரிவினருக்கும் , 
வகுப்பினருக்கும் திறந்து வைத்தல்.- அப்போது நிலவிலிருக்கும் ஏதேனும் 
சட்டத் தில் அல்லது இத்தகைய ஏதேனும் சட்டத்தின் அல்லது நீதிமன்றத்தின் 
தீர்ப்புச்சுருக்கத் தின் அல்லது உத்தரவின் பயனாக அமலில் உள்ள ஏதேனும் 
வழக்கம் , பழக்கம் அல்லது ஏதேனும் ஆவணத்தில் மாறாக அடங்கியுள்ள 
எதுவும் எவ்வாறிருப்பினும் , பொதுவாக இந்துக்களுக்கோ . அல்லது இந்துக் 
களின் பிரிவினருக்கேர் , வகுப்பினருக்கோ பிரவேசன அனுமதியளிக்கப்பட்டுள்ள 
எல்லா பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்களிலும் பிரவேசிக்க இந்துக்களின் எல் லாப் 
பிரிவினருக்கும் அல்லது வகுப்பினருக்கும் அனுமதியளிக்கவேண்டும் , மேலும் 
ஒரு இந்து எந்தப் பிரிவை அல்லது வகுப்பைச் சேர்ந்தவராயினும் அத்தகைய 
பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்களில் பிரவேசித்தல் வழிபடுதல் பிரார்த்தனைகள் 
செய்தல் அல்லது ஏதேனும் சமயப் பணிபுரிதல் போன்ற முறையிலும் அளவிலும் 
அத்தகைய பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்களில் பிரவேசித்தல், வழிபடுதல் 
பிரார்த்தனை செய்தல் அல்லது ஏதேனும் சமயப் பணி புரிதல் ஆகியவற்றிலிருந்து 
எந்த ஒரு இந்துவையும் எவ்விதத்திலும் தடை செய்யவோ அவருக்கு இடையூறு 
விளைவிக்கவோ அல்லது அதைரியப்படுத்தவோ கூடாது . 

எனினும் , ஏதேனும் மதப்பிரிவின் அல்லது அதன் ஏதேனும் பிரிவின் 
நன்மைக்கென ஏற்படுத்தப்பட்ட கோயிலாக இருக்கின்ற ஒரு பொது வழிபாட்டுத் 
தலத்தின் காரியத்தில், இப்பிரிவின் ஏற்பாடுகள் , அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோல் 
மத சம்பந்தமான காரியங்களில் சொந்த அலுவல்களை நடத்துவதற்குரிய 
அத்தகைய மதப்பிரிவின் அல்லது பிரிவின் அதிகாரத்திற்குட்பட்டிருக்க 
வேண்டும் . 

4. பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலங்களில் ஒழுக்கமும் , சீலமும் பேணும் பொருட்டும் 
மதச்சடங்குகளும் சடங்குகளும் சரிவர நடத்தும் பொருட்டும் ஒழுங்கு முறை 
விதிகள் எற்படுத்துவதற்கான அதிகாரம்.-- ( 1 ) தகுந்த அதிகாரியின் கட்டுப் 
பாட்டுக்கும் , அவரால் உண்டு பண்ணப்பட்ட எந்த விதிகளுக்கும் கட்டுப்பட்டு 
பொது . வழிபாட்டுத் தலங்களில் ஒழுக்கமும் சீலமும் பேணும் பொருட்டும் 
அங்கு நடத்தப்படும் மதச்சடங்குகள் மற்றும் சடங்குகளை அனுசரிக்கும் 
பொருட்டும் ஒழுங்குமுறை விதிகள் உண்டுபண்ண , ஏதேனும் பொது வழிபாட்டுத் 
தலத்தின் பொறுப்பாளருக்கு அல்லது பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலத்தின் பொறுப் 
பேற்றுள்ள வேறு ஏதேனும் நபருக்கு அதிகாரம் உண்டு. " 
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எனினும் , இத்துணைப்பிரிவின் கீழ் உருவாக்கப்பட்ட எந்த ஒழுங்குமுறை 
வி தியும், எவ்விதத்திலாயினும் , ஒரு இந்து , குறிப்பிட்ட ஒரு பிரிவை அல்லது 
வகுப்பினைச் சேர்ந்தவர் எனும் காரணத்தின்மேல் அவருக்கு எதிராக வேற்றுமை 
பாராட்டக்கூடியதாக இருக்கக்கூடாது . 

( 2 ) துணைப்பிரிவு (1) -ல் குறிப்பிட்டுள்ள தகுந்த அதிகாரி, எனில்.- 

( i ) 1950- ம் ஆண்டின் திருவிதாங்கூர் கொச்சி இந்து மத தாபனங்கள் 
சட்டத் தின் (1950- ன் XV-ம் திருவிதாங்கூர் கொச்சி சட்டம் ) பாகம் 1 வியா 
பித்துள்ள எந்தப் பகுதியிலேனும் அமைந்துள்ள ஒரு பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலம் 
சம்பந்தமாக, திருவிதாங்கூர் தேவஸ்வம் போர்டாகவும் ; 

( ii ) மேற்கூறிய சட்டத்தின் பாகம் II வியாபித்துள்ள எந்த பகுதி 
யிலேனும் அமைந்துள்ள பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலம் சம்பந்தமாக, கொச்சி 
தேவஸ்வம் போர்டாகவும் 

(iii ) கேரள மாநிலத்திலுள்ள வேறு எந்தப் பகுதியிலேனும் அமைந் 
துள்ள ஒரு பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலம் சம்பந்தமாக , அரசாங்கமாகவும் இருக்க 
வேண்டும் . 
5 . தண்டம். - 3 - ம் பிரிவுக்கெதிராக எந்த நபரேனும் , 

( எ ) இந்துக்களின் ஏதேனும் வகுப்பு அல்லது பிரிவினைச்சேர்ந்த எந்த 
நபரையும் , ஏதேனும் பொது வழிபாட்டுத்தலத்தினில் பிரவேசிப்பதிலிருந்தோ 
வழிபடுவதிலிருந்தோ பிரார்த்தனை செய்வதிலிருந்தோ, அல்லது ஏதேனும் சமய 
வழிபாடு நடத்துவதிலிருந்தோ தடை செய்தால் அல்லது தடை செய்யமுயன்றால் , 
அல்லது 

( பி ) , மேற்கூறிய ஏதேனும் செயல்கள் நடத்துவதற்கு அல்லது நிறை 
வேற்றுவதற்கு அத்தகைய ஏதேனும் நபருக்கு இடையூறு விளைவித்தால் இடை 
யூறு விளைவிக்கச் 

செய்தால் அல்லது இடையூறு விளைவிக்க முயற்சித்தால் 
அல்லது அச்சுறுத்துவதன் மூலமோ , இடையூறு விளைவிப்பதன் மூலமோ , 
அல்லது மற்று விதத்திலோ மறைமுகமாகத் தடை செய்தால் அவர் , 

ஆறு மாதச் சிறைத் தண்டனையோ , ஐநூறு ரூபாய் வரையிலான 
அபராதமோ அல்லது இரண்டுமோ விதிப்பதன் மூலம் தண்டிக்கப்படுவார் . 

எனினும் , அபராதம் மட்டுமே தண்டனை விதிக்கப்பட்டுள்ள ஒரு வழக்கில் 
அத்தகைய அபராதம் ஐம்பது ரூபாய்க்குக் குறைவாக இருக்கக்கூடாது . 

6. குற்றங்களுக்கு உடந்தையாயிருத்தல்: - இச்சட்டத்தின் கீழ் எந்தக் 
குற்றத்திற்கும் உடந்தையாயிருக்கிறவர்கள் அக்குற்றத்திற்குரிய தண்டனை 
அளிக்கப்படுவார்கள் . 

7. பின்னருள்ள தண்டனைகளுக்கு கூடியதண்டம்.-- இச்சட்டத்தின் கீழ் 
ஒரு குற்றத்திற்கு அல்லது அத்தகைய குற்றத்திற்கு உடந்தையாயிருந்ததற்கு 
தண்டனை அளிக்கப்பட்டுள்ள எவரும் அத்தகைய ஏதேனும் குற்றத்திற்கு 
அல்லது உடந்தயாயிருந்தமைக்கு திரும்பவும் - தண்டனையளிக்கப்பட்டால் 
பின்னருள்ள ஒவ்வொரு தண்டனைக்கும் ஒரு தடவைக்கு ஒரு மாதத்திற்குக் 
குறையாமல் , ஆனால் ஒருவருடம் வரை நீடிக்கின்ற சிறைத்தண்டனையுடனும் 
மற்றும் இரு நூறு ரூபாய்க்குக்குறையாமல் ஆயிரம் ரூபாய் வரையிலுமாகின்ற 
அபராதத்துடனும் தண்டிக்கப்படுவார் . 

8 . சிவில் நீதிமன்றத் தின் நியாயாதிக்க வரையறை.-- ஏதேனும் சிவில் 
வழக்கில் அல்லது நடவடிக்கையில் ஏற்பட்டுள்ள உரிமை அல்லது ஏதேனும் 


தீர்ப்புச்சுருக்கம் அல்லது உத்தரவு இயற்றுதல் அல்லது அதனை நிறைவேற்றுதல் , 
இச்சட்டத்தின் ஏற்பாடுகளுக்கு முரணாக இருக்குமானால் , எந்த சிவில் நீதி 
மன்றமும் ஏதேனும் சிவில் வழக்கினை அல்லது நடவடிக்கையினை பேணவோ 
தொடரவோ அல்லது ஏதேனும் தீர்ப்புச் சுருக்கத்தினை அல்லது உத்தரவினை 
இயற்றவோ அல்லது அத்தகைய தீர்ப்புச்சுருக்கத்தினை அல்லது உத்தரவினை 
முழுமையாக அல்லது பாகமாக நிறைவேற்றவோ கூடாது . 

இச்சட்டத் தின் கீழ் நியாய விசாரணைக்குட்பட்டதும் இசைந்து தீர்க்கக் 
கூடியதுமான குற்றங்கள்.- 1898- ம் வருட ( 1898 - ன் 5-வது ) கிரிமினல் வழக்கு 
நடைமுறை விதித்தொகுப்பில் அடங்கியுள்ள எதுவும் எவ்வாறிருப்பினும்.- 

( எ ) இச்சட்டத்தின் கீழுள்ள ஒவ்வொரு குற்றமும் நியாயவிசாரணைக் 
குட்பட்டதும், மற்றும் 
( பி ) முன்னால் இதே குற்றத்திற்கென 

தண்டிக்கப்பட்டிருக்கும் 
நபரால் செய்யப்பட்ட குற்றம் தவிர ஒவ்வொரு குற்றமும் நீதிமன்றத்தின் 
அனுமதியுடன் இசைந்து தீர்க்கப்படலாம் . 
10 . 

தவிர்ப்பு.-- 1955- ம் வருட ( 1955 - ன் 22 - வது சட்டம் ) தீண்டாமை 
( குற்றங்கள் ) சட்டத்தின் கீழ் ஒரு குற்றமாகின்ற எந்த காரியத்திற்கும் இச் 
சட்டத்திலுள்ள எதுவும் பொருந்தாது . 

11 . தள்ளுபடி . - 1956 - ம் வருட (1956 - ன் 37 ,வது சட்டம் ) மாநில 
புனரமைப்புச் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 5 - ன் துணைப்பிரிவு ( 2) -ல் குறிப்பிடப்பட்டுள்ள 
மலபார் மாவட்டத்தில் அமலிலுள்ள 1947 - ம் வருட ( 1947- ன் V-வது சென்னைச் 
சட்டம்) சென்னை ஆலயப்பிரவேசன அதிகார சட்டமும் , 1955 - ம் வருட 
( 1955 - ன் 22-வது ) தீண்டாமை ( குற்றங்கள் ) சட்டத்தினால் தள்ளுபடி செய்யப் 
படாத 1950- ம் வருட திருவிதாங்கூர் - கொச்சி ஆலயப்பிரவேசன ( தடைகள் 
அகற்றல் ) சட்டத்தின் ( 1950- ன் XXVII-வது திருவிதாங்கூர் -கொச்சி சட்டம் ) 
ஏற்பாடுகளும் இதனால் தள்ளுபடி செய்யப்படுகின்றன. 

எஸ் . இராதாகிருஷ்ணன் , 

குடியரசுத் தலைவர் . 
ஆர் . ஸி . எஸ் . ஸர்க்கார் , 
இந்திய அரசாங்கச் செயலாளர் . 


இச்சட்டம் இயற்றுவதற்கான காரணங்கள் . 
இந்து . தேவாலயங்களில் இந்துக்களில் எல்லா வகுப்பினருக்கும் பிர 
வேசனத்திற்கு அதிகாரம் அளிக்கின்ற கேரள மாநிலத்தில் அமலிலுள்ள சட்டங் 


களாவன . 


( i) 1955- ம் வருட தீண்டாமை ( குற்றங்கள்) சட்டத்தினால் தள்ளு 
படி செய்யப்படாத 1950 - ம் வருட திருவிதாங்கூர் - கொச்சி ஆலயப்பிரவேசன 
( தடைகள் அகற்றல்) சட்டத்தின் ஏற்பாடுகள் , மற்றும் 

(ii) 1947 - ம் வருட சென்னை ஆலயப்பிரவேசன அதிகார அளிப்பு 
சட்டமூலம் , ஆகும் 

முன்னையசட்டம் திருவிதாங்கூர் - கொச்சி பகுதியிலும், பின்னைய சட்டம் 
கேரள மாநில மலபார் பகுதியிலும் அமலிலிருக்கின்றது . கேரள மாநிலம் 
முழுவதிலும் பொருந்தக்கூடியதாக இக்காரியத்தில் ஒருபடித்தானதும் எல்லாம் 
அடங்கியது மான ஒரு சட்டமியற்றுதல் அவசியமெனக்கருதப்பட்டது . 


6 


1. - மேற்கறிய நோக்கத்தினை எய்தும் பொருட்டே இச்சட்டம் உத்தேசிக்கப் 
பட்டுள்ளது . 

3. 1965 - ம் வருட கேரள மாநில சட்டசபை ( அதிகார ஒப்படைப்பு ) 
சட்டத்தின் ( 1965 - ன் 12) . பிரிவு 3 - ன் துணைப்பிரிவு ( 2)-ன் காப்பு வாசகத்தின் 
கீழ் அமைக்கப்பட்ட குழு . இவ்லளவிலான சட்டமியற்றலை குடியரசுத்தலைவரின் 
ஒரு சட்டமென அங்கீகரித்துள்ளது . 

டி . சி . தாள் , 
இந்திய அரசாங்க சமூகப் பாதுகாப்புத்துறை . 

செயலாளர் . 


G , 292 . 
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Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1965 . 
PART I 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Public Works ( Transport B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 41179/ TB4/66 / PW . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 27th September 1966 . 
SRO No. 378/66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by Rule 368 of 
the Kerala Motor Vehicles Rules, 1961, the Government of Kerala hereby 
exempt the twentyseven numbers ofmotor vehicles belonging t . the Kerala 
State Road Transport Corporation from the provisions of the rules 265, 267 
and 294 of the saiu Rules, subject to the conditions that the overall width of the 
vehicles shall not exceed 2 m 43 cms, and that the overall length shall not 
exceed 9 m 30 cms, and that the overhang shall not exceed 50 % of the wheel 
base and subject also to the further condition that these vehicles shall be 
used only on National and State Highways (exce: t in the High Ranges) or 
on other fit roads specially certified by the Public Works Department 
authorities 

DETAILS 
Sl. No. Make 

Chassis No. 

Engins No. 
Leyland AL 6625 227 

ALI 26655 
2 

AL 6625 123 

ALI 0165 
3 

AL 6625 122 

ALI 20695 
+ 

AL 65.5 225 

ALI 20130 
5 

AL 6 25 352 

ALI 19994 
6 

AL - 6625 221 ALI 20614 
7 

AL 6625 220 

ALI 0647 
8 

AL 6625 226 

ALI 20654 
9 

AL 6625 121 

ALI : 0685 
10 

AL 66.4 829 

ALI 20267 
AL 6625 33 

AL 20671 
12 

AL 6624 833 

ALI 20609 
13 

AL 6624 831 ALI 2569 
14 

AL 625 234 

ALI 20322 
15 

AL 6624 834 

ALI 20607 
16 

AL 6625 228 

ALI 20657 
17 

AL 665 229 

ALI 0595 
18 

AL 6625 232 

ALI 20661 
19 

AL 6624 830 

ALI 20575 
20 

AL 62 828 

ALI 20594 
21 

AL 6625 219 

ALI 20633 
22 

AL 6625 217 ALI 20512 
23 

AL 625 218 

ALI : 0636 
24 

AL 6.5 222 

ALI 2018 
25 

AL 6625 215 

ALI 20474 
26 

AL 6625 351 

ALI 10973 
27 

AL 6625 354 

ALI 19925 
By order of the Governor, 

M. ALEXANDER , 

Deputy Secretary. 
G. 1965 
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Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966. 
PART I 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture & Rural Development Panchayat Special) 

Department 

NOTIFICATIOX 
G. O.MS. No. 267/66 /A & RDD . Dated, Trivandrum , 27th September 1966. 

S. R. O. No. 379 /66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 
91 and 92 and clause (xvii) of sub-section (2) of section 129 of the Kerala 
Panchayats Act, 1960 ( Act 32 of 1960), the Government of Kerala hereby 
make the following amendment to the Kerala Panchayats (Landing places, 
Halting places and Cart stands) Rules 1964, the samehaving been previously 
published as required by sub-section (2 ) of section 130 of the said Act 
namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said rules, in item 1 of the table under sub-rule (1) of rule 10 , 
after the word " rickshaw ” , and before the word " or" , the word " cycle" 
shall be inserted . 

By of Governor, 

S. PADMAKUMAR , 
Joint Secretary to Covernment and 
Joint Development Commissioner. 


G. 1969 . 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART I 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Revenue ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (P ) 5431/66 /RD . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 30th Seplember 1966 . 
S. R. O. No. 380/66.- In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec ion 7 
of the Kerala Government Land Assignment Act, 1960 (Act 30 of 1960), the 
Government ofKerala hereby make the following amendments to the Kerala 
Land Assignment Rules, 1964, namely : 

AMENDMENTS 
In the said rules : 

(i) after clause (ii) of the proviso to sub-rule (3) of rule 5, the follow 
ing clauses shall be inserted , namely : 

" ( ii) (a ) If a family owns or holds any land over which it has proprie 
tory right or has security of tenure , only thebalance extent of land necessary 
to make up the extentadmissible under clause (ii ) shall be granted to it on 
registry. 

(ii ) (b ) The registry as contemplated in clauses (ii ) and ( ii) (a ) shall 
be effected only if the family surrenders without claiming any compensation 
the excess area if any in its possession on lease, whether current or time 
expired and for by way of encroachment not considered objectionable" . 

(2 ) For Clause ( iv ) of the proviso to sub-rule (3) of rule 5, the 
following clause shall be substituted : 

" (iv) The maximum extent, as specified under clause (ii ) shall be 
granted on registry, only in hilly tracts and not in the plains. The extent 
that shall be registered in the plains in favour of a family shall be 3 acres 
( 1.2141 hectares) of dry land or its equivalent to both lessees and encroa 
chers and they should surrender the excess area if there are no valuable 
improvements as explained hereunder. If they are not willing to surrender 
the excess area , eviction shall be resorted to " . 

By order of the Governor, 
A. SETHUMADHAVA MENON , 

Revenue Secretary. 
Explanatory note 
( This is not a part of the amendment or rule but is intended 

to indicate the general purport) . 
According to the existing rules in the case of the un -occupied land the 
ceiling on land that can be assigned is one acre . (40:47 ares) ofwet land or 
3 acres (1.2141 hectares) of dry land in the plains or 2 acres (80-94 arcs) of 


G. 1995 
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wet land or 5 acres (2.0234 hectares) of dry land in hilly tracts. 
assigning this land the extent of registered land in the possession of the 
assignee will also be taken into account and if he owns private land below 
the ceiling prescribed above, the balance area will alone be given to him . 
In the case of lands already held on lease or unobjectionable encroachments, 
a maximum of 7 acres (2-8328 hectares) of dry land or its equivalent in case 
of leases and 6 acres (2.0234 hectares) or its equivalent in the case of unobjec 
tionable encroachments can be given on registry to a family . But the 
limitation specified in the case of the unoccupied land not mentioned in 
the case of occupied land. As the rules stand at present, an encroacher or 
lessee will be eligible to get more land eventhough he owns vast area of 
registered lands. 

So restriction on this is necessary. Further the assignment of the above 
extent of 5 and 7 acres (2.0234 and 2.8328 hectares) of dry land is to be 
allowed only in the hilly tracts and not the plains. In the plains the 
extent is to be 3 acres (1.2141 hectares) of dry land or its equivalent only . 
The occupants shall be made to surrender the excess land which has no 
valuable improvements. The amendments are intended to achieve the 
above objects and to make available more Government land for distribution 
to the landless and indigent persons. 


PART I 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Revenue ( A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. (P ) No. 544/ 66 /RD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 30th September 1966 . 
S. R. O. No. 381/66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 7 
of the Kerala Government Land Assignment Act 1960 (Act 30 of 1960), the 
Government of Kerala hereby make the following amendment to the Kerala 
Land Assignment Rules, 1964, namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said rules , for rule 17 , the following shall be substituted namely : 

“ 17. Rental for trees : - Lease licence of land may include lease 
or licence of trees, but where it does not include the trees, the trees may be 
separately granted on lease or licence at such rates as the Governmentmay, 
by order from time to time specify. The order of lease or licence shall be 
in the form in Appendix VIII to these Rules. 

Provided that in the case of trees for which no rates have been specified 
by order under this rule , the rates in respect of those trees shall be fixed on 
a fair and equitable basis" . 

By order of the Governor, 
A. SETHUMADHAVA MENON , 

Revenue Secretary 
Explanatory note 
( This is not a part ofthe amendment or rule but is 

intended to indicate the general purport) 
Rule 17 of the Kerala Land Assignment rules 1964 prescribes the rates 
of rent for trees. At present difficulty is experienced in realising the rent 
for trees notmentioned in the rules in view of the fact that there is no 
specific provision for this in the rules. Further the rates for lease of trees 
are liable to revision very often and this would necessitate amendment to the 
rules whenever the rate for one species is revised . The above amendment 
is intended to remove such difficulties and to enable the realisation of rent 
for all species of trees leased out under the rules. 


- 
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Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated Ilth October 1966 , 
PART 1 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Revenue (B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 46713 /B1/66 /RD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 4th October 1966 . 
S. R. O. No. 382 /66.- In exercise of the powers conferred by sub -sec 
tion ( ) of Section 58 of the Kerala Land Acquisition Act, 1961 (Act 21 of 
1962), the Government ofKerala her eby make the following amendment to 
Notification No. 26900 /B1 /62/RD . dated 21st March , 1953 published as 
S. R. O. No: 292/63 in the Kerala Gazette No. 13 dated 26th March 1963 
as modified by Notification No. 71852 /B1/63/RD ., dated 5th February, 1964 
published as S. R. O. No. 39/64 in the Kerala Gazette No. 7 dated 18th 
February 1964, namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said notification as modified : 
After item 9 A , the following item shall be inserted, namely : 
9 B (1 ) 

( 2 ) 
Subordinate Judge s Court, The areas comprising the jurisdiction 
Parur. 

of the Munsiff s Court, Parur and 
Munsiff s Court, Perumbavoor. 

By order of the Governor, 
A. SETHUMADHAVA MENON , 

Secretary . 


G. 2040 . 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART I 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Revenue (A ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. (P ) 531/66 /Rev . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 , 
S. R.O.No. 383/66 . In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
7 of the Kerala Government Land Assignment Act, 1960 (Act 30 of 1960 ), 
the Government of Kerala hereby make the following amendments to the 
Kerala Land Assignment Rules, 1964 , namely : 


AMENDMENTS 
In the said rules : 
(1 ) After clause (cc ) of Rule 2, the following shall be inserted as 

clause (cd ) . 
" (cd ) " Beneficial enjoyment" means the enjoyment of land for 

purposes like providing approach road to the assignee s 
registered holding, protection of his water course , standing 
crops and buildings and any other purpose which the 

competent authority may decide as provided in Rule 6 " . 
(2) The following shall be added as explanation ( iii) to Rule 5 . 
" (iii ) For the purpose ofcalculating the extent of land that may be 

assigned to a family, the total extent of land possessed or 
held with proprietory right or fixity of tenure by the head 
of the family and also the members of the family both 
individually and collectively shall be taken into account . 
Assignment made in favour of a family under these rules 
shall for the purpose of calculating the maximum extent 
that may be so assigned , include assignment made to 
members of the family both individually and collectively , 
the total extent so assigned not exceeding the maximum area 
that may be assigned to that family . The area under 
encroachment by a member of a family shall for the purpose 
of these rules, be deemed as the area under encroachment 

by the family " . 
( 3 ) following notes shall be added to sub-rule (2 ) of Rule 6 . 
“ Note :-(1) The authority competent to assign land for beneficial 

enjoyment shall be the Revenue DivisionalOfficer . 
Hemay pass order of assignment in such cases only 
after personally satisfying himself that the land is 
absolutely necessary for that purpose . 
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( ii) If in any case, which does not come under any of the 

purposes mentioned in the definition of " beneficial 
enjoyment", the District Collector on personal inspec 
tion considers that the land is required for beneficial 
enjoyment, he may assign the land in such cases. 

By order of the Governor, 
A. SETHUMADHAVA MENON , 

Reventue Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not a part of the amendment or rule but is 

intended to indicate the general purport) 
The Kerala Land Assignment Rules, 1964 provides for the assignment 
of land for beneficial enjoyment of adjoining registered holding. So the 
term “ beneficial enjoyment” is to be defined and the authority competent to 
assign land for beneficial enjoyment made clear. 

The maximum extent of land that can be assigned to a family is 
prescribed in rule 5 of the rules subject to certain limitations. The total 
extent of land already in the possession of a family is also to be taken into 
consideration for fixing the extent of land to be assigned to a family . How 
the total extent of land owned or possessed by a family is to be reckoned is 
to be made clear. 

The amendments are intended to achieve the above objects . 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 
PART I 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture and Rural Development Department 

(Agriculture - Agri. ) 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 45176 /Ag. 4 /66-1/Agri. 

Dated, Trivandrum , 5th October 1966 . 
S. R. O. No. 384/66 .--The following Notification of the Government 
of India is republished for general information . 

By order of the Governor, 

J.J. PRASEER OM , 

Defuty Secretary. 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
Cardamom Control 

New Delhi, the 12th July , 1966 . 
S. O. 2166. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub -section (3 ) of 
Section 1 of the Cardamom Act, 1965 ( 42 of 1965 ), the Central Govern 
ment hereby appoints the 12th day of July, 1966 , as the date on which 
Cliapter III of the Act shall come into force. 

F. 29 (35 ) / Plant (B )/65 
B. KRISHNAMURTHY, 

Under Secretary . 
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Kerala Gazette No.40 dated 11th October 1966 . 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture and Rural Development ( Panchayat Special) 

Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O. MS. 277 /66 / A & RDD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 1st October 1965. 
S. R. O. No. 385/66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by Sec ion 129 
of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (Act 32 of 1960). the Government of 
Kerala hereby make the following rules, the same having been previously 
published as required by sub-section (2) or Section 130 of the said Act. 

Rules 
1. These Rules may be called the Kerala Panchayats (Restriction on 
litigations) Rules, 1966 , 

2. No suit , petition or complaint shall be filed by a Panchayat in a 
Court of Law without being authorised by a resolution duly passed by the 
Panchayat: 

Provided however , that if the provisions of the Kerala Panchayats 
Act or any rules issued thereunder specifically , authorise any authority to 
file any suit, petition or complaint in a court of law , such authority may file 
the same without any such resolution. 

3. If the decision of the Court on any suit, petition or complaint goes 
against the Panchayat, an appeal or revision as the case may be,may be 
filed before the appellate or revisional court only with the approval of the 
District Panchayat Officer. 

4. While applying for the approval of the District Panchayat Officer, 
the opinion of the Advocate or other legal adviser who conducted the case 
in the lower court, regarding the feasibility of filing the appeal or revision 
shall also be furnished to the District Panchayat Officer. 

5. The District Panchayat Officer may, after consilering all the 
aspects of the case in the light of the legal advise , s opinion and the financial 
position of the Panchayat to conduct the litigation , accord his approval for 
the filing of the appeal or revision. 

By order of the Governor , 

S. PADMAKUMAR , 
Joint Secretary to Government and 
Joint Development Commissioner, 
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• Kerala Gazette No. 40 dete ! 11th October 1956 . 
PART ! 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture and Raral Development Department 

( Development L ) 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. Rt. 1485/66 . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 
S. R. O.No. 386 /66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (2) of Section 62 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (Act 32 of 
1960) the Government of Kerala , hereby exclude from the operation of the 
said Act, the road poramboke now vested in the Pilicode Panchayat and 
comprising the land specifiet in the schedule below and m asuring the extent 
noted therein , be the same a little more or less and registered in the records 
as poramboke land . 

SCHEDULE 
District - Cannanore . 

Taluk - Kasargod . 
Village 

kat 

Boundaries 
R. S. No. 

Extent 
A. C. North East South West 


138 /4B 


0 


13 


113 


138/1 


138/4 


138/ + 


By order of the Governor, 

S PADMAKUMAR, 
Joint Developinent Commissioner and 

Joint Secretary. 


G. 2013 . 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 


Section iv 


Public Works (Transport- B ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 41801/ TB4/66 / PW . 

Dated , Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 
S. R. O. No. 387/66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by Rule 363 
of the Kerala Motor Vehicles Rules, 1961, and in superse -sion of Govern 
ment Notification No. 39477 / B4 / 6 dated 15-9.1966 the Goveri ment of 
Kerala hereby exempt the Motor Vehiclo detailed below , belonging to 
Shri Joseph Michael Manarkattu Hou: e, Palai, from the provisions of 
Rule 268 of the said rules subject to the conditions that the overhang of the 
vehicle shall not exceed 49 % of thewheel base and that the vehicle should 
be operated only on fit roads. 

DETAILS. 
Make - Standard . 
Model - 1966 . 
Chassis No. - 6 BL 2486 
Engine No -TM 5396 . 

By order of the Governor 

M. ALEXANDER , 
Deputy Secretary 
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PART I 

GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture & Rural Developmen 
(Panchayat Special) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O.Ms. 276 /66 / A & RDD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 1st October, 1966. 
S. R. O. No. 388 /66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(xxvi) of sub -section ( 2) of section 129 and sub-clause (J) of clause (v ) of 
sub -section (2) of section 57 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 (Act 32 of 
1960 ), the Government ofKerala hereby make the following amendment to 
the Kerala Panchayats (Licensing of dogs and pigs and disposal of stray dogs 
and pigs) Rules, 1963 the same having been previously published as required 
by sub -section (2) of section 130 of the said Act, namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said rules, for rule 4 , the following rule shall be substituted , 
namely : 
“ 4. (1) When a notice under rule 3 is published , every person having 

possession , custody or control of any dog or pig within the 
area specified in the said notice, shall furnish to the executive 
authority, the details of the animal, such as the age, size , 
colour and species and remit a fee of 25 paise in respect of 
each animal for the issue of a licence for keeping the same. 
The licence shall be issued for one year at a time. 

It shall 
be renewed for every succeeding financial year within a 
period of one month from the beginning of such year. The 

fee for the renewal of the licence shall also be 25 paise. 
(2 ) The renewed licence shall be issued by the executive authority 

on payment of the licence fee and surrender of the original 

licence by the licensee, 
(3) The Panchayat shall keep a register of the dogs and pigs 

licensed and kept in the area of the Panchayat. 
(4 ) Any change in the ownership of the animal or loss of the 

animal should be immediately reported to the executive 
authority and the licence should be got changed or can 
celled , as the case may be." 

By order of the Governor 

S. PADMAKUMAR , 
Joint Secretary to Government and 
Joint Development Commissioner. 
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Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 
PART I 

Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Revenue (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O , (MS.) 535 /66 /RD. 

Dated, Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 
S. R. O. No. 389/66 . In exercise of the powers conferred by section 10 
of the Kerala General Sales Tax Act, 1963 (Act 15 of 1963 , the Government 
of Kerala having considered it necessary in the public interest so to do, 
hereby make an exemption in respect of the tax payable under the said Act 
on the goods sold to the Canteen Stores Depart.uent ( India ) and the Indian 
Naval Canteen Service, Cochin , subject to the condition that the dealers who 
claim exemption shall produce before the assessing authority concerned , a 
certificate from the Canteen Stores Department (India ) or the Indian Naval 
Canteen Service, Cochin as the case may be , to the effect that the sales of 
goods, in respect of which exemption is claimed , were made to them for use 
of the Defence Service Personnel. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come in to force with effect 
from 1-4-1966 and shall be in force till 31-3-1967. 

By order of the Governor, 
K. P. ACHUTHAN NAIR , 

Joint Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the Notification ) 
In the Notification S. R. O.No. 32/66 G. O. (MS) 30/66/Rev . dated 
14-1-1966 , published in Kerala Gazette No. 6 dated 8-2-1966, Government 
have granted exemption from payment of Sales Tax on the goods sold to the 
Canteen Stores Department (India ) and the Indian Naval Canteen Service 
Cochin , for the year 1965-66 . The Chairman of the Board of Administra 
tion , Canteen Stores Department (India ) Bombay has requested Government 
to extend the period of exemption for the financial year 1966-67. Govern 
ment have decided to grant the request. This notification is intended to 
give effect to this decision. 
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Section iv 
GOVERNMENT OF KERAL 
Revenue (H ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G.O.MS. No. 533/66 /RD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 28th September 1966 . 
S. R. O. No. 590 /66. - In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
57 of the Kerala General Sales Tax Act, 1963, (Act 15 of 1963), the Govern 
ment of Kerala hereby make the following amendment to the Kerala General 
Sales Tax Rules, 1963, as subsequently amended , namely : 

AMENDMENT 
In the said rules, for clause (k ) of Rule 3, the following shall be substi 
tated , namely : 

" (k ) " State Representative" means an Officer appointed by the 
Government to receive on their behalf notices and orders issued by the 
Appellate Tribunal and generally to appear, act, plead and file any petition 
before the Appellate Tribunal on behalf of the State and includes an Officer 
appointed to act on his behalf in his absence .” 

By order of the Governor, 
A. SETHUMADHAVA MENON , 

Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This is not a part of the amendment or rule but is intended to 

indicate the general purport) 
Clause k ) ofrule 3 of the Kerala General Sales Tax Rules, 1963, defines 
the term “ State Represcatative" as a person appointed by the Government 
for appearing on their behalf in appeals before the Appellate Tribunal. 
Although the term " State Representative " has been defined in the above 
rule, his duties and functions have not been specified in the rules. It is 
therefore decided to specify the duties and functions of the " State Represen 
tative" . Additional Law Officer will also have to be brought within the 
purview of the term " State Representative " . The amendment is intended to 
achieve the above purpose . 
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Sectiga tv 
கேரள அரசு . 
டெவலப்மென்று (பஞ்சாயத்து - தனி) துறை , 

அறிவிக்கை 
ஜி . ஓ . எம் . எஸ் . 137/63/4 டி . 

தேதி திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1963 மார்ச்சு 20 . 
எஸ் . ஆர் . ஓ . எண் , 309/63. - 1960- ம் ஆண்டின் கேரள பஞ்சாயத்துச் 
சட்டத்தின் (1960- ன் 32-வது சட்டம் ) 70, 129 எனும் பிரிவுகளினால் வழங்கப் 
பட்டுள்ள அதிகாரங்கள் அனுசரித்து , கேரள அரசு இதன் மூலம் பின் வரும் 
விதிகளை உருவாக்குகிறது. இச்சட்டத்தின் 130- வது பிரிவின் துணைப் பிரிவு ( 2)-ன் 
மூலம் தேவைப்பட்டுள்ளவாறு இவை 

ஏற்கனவே பிரசுரம் செய்யப் 
பட்டிருந்தன. 

விதிகள் - 


தலைப்பு .-- இவ்விதிகள் 1963 - ம் ஆண்டின் கோளபஞ்சாயத்து ( வாகன 
வரி) விதிகள் எனப்படும் . 

2 . சொற்பொருள் விளக்கங்கள்.- இவ்விதிகளில் சந்தர்ப்பம் மாறுபட்ட 
விதத்தில் தேவைப்படுகிறதாய் இருந்தாலன்றி .- 

( 1 ) " சட்டம் எனின் 1960- ம் ஆண்டின் கேரள பஞ்சாயத்துச் சட்டம் 
( 1960 - ன் 32-வது சட்டம் ) எனப்படும் , 
( 2 ) தல அதிகாரஸ்தாபனம் எனில் - 

ஏதேனும் மா நகரின் மாநகராட்சி மன்றம் ; 
ஏதேனும் - நகராட்சிப் 

பகுதியில் , 

குறிப்பிட்ட நகராட்சி 
மன்றம் ; 
ஏதேனும் டவுண்ஷிப்பில் , குறிப்பிட்ட டவுண்ஷிப் குழு : 
பஞ்சாயத்து ஆதிக்கத்திற்குட்பட்ட ஏதேனும் பகுதியில் , குறிப் 

பிட்ட பஞ்சாயத்து எனப்படும் . 
வாகனவரி நிரக்கு வீதங்கள் .-- இச்சட்டத்தின் 70- வது பிரிவின் கீழான 
வாகன வரி கீழே தரப்பட்டுள்ள நிரக்குகளுக்கு அதிகப்படாதவாறு பஞ்சாயத்து 
களினால் விதிக்கப்படவேண்டும் . 
பட்டியல் 

அரையாண்டு வரி 

ரூபாய் 
வாடகைக்கு விடப்படுவதும் ஆறு பேருக்குமேல் 
ஏற்றிச்செல்லப்படாததுமான மோட்டார் படகு 
அல்லது நீராவிக்கலம் 

ஒவ்வொன்றுக்கும் 30 * 00 
நீராவிப்படகு அல்லது மோட்டார் 

50 00 
நீராவிப்படகு அல்லது மோட்டார் படகுடன் 
இணைக்கப்பட்டுள்ள அல்லது இணைக்கப்படக் கூடிய 
தான தெப்பம் அல்லது மற்றுள்ள கலம் 

25 * 00 
G. 30 . 
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படகு 


பட்டியல் 


அரையாண்டுவரி 

ரூபாய் 


1500 


6 001 


குரிய 


ஏனைய மோட்டார் படகு அல்லது நீராவிக்கலம் 
அறைகளுள்ள படகு ( Cabin Boat) 

21 50 
4 டன்- ம் அதற்கு கூடுதலான சக்தியுள்ள வள்ளம் 

200 
2 டன்னுக்கு அதிகமாகவும் 4 டன்னுக்குக் 
குறைந்ததுமான சக்தியுடைய வள்ளங்கள் 

1 00 
குதிரைகளினால் இழுக்கப்படும் வண்டி 
வாகனம் 
பிற மிருகங்களினால் இழுக்கப்படும் வாகனம் 

400 
கை வண்டி அல்லது தள்ளு வண்டி 

200 
இரு சக்கர வண்டி , முச்சக்கர வண்டி , சைக்கிள் 
ரிக்ஷா அல்லது ரிஷா 

2 * 10 
4 . வாகனம் வைக்கப்பட்டுள்ள கால அளவு அனுசரித்து வரி விதிப்பதற் 

பொறுப்பு.- ( 1 ) வரிவிதிப்புக்குட்படக்கூடிய ஏதேனும் வாகனம் 
பஞ்சாயத்துக்குட்பட்ட பகுதியின் அவ்வரையாண்டுக்காலத்தில் மொத்தமாய் 
அறுபது நாட்களுக்குக்குறைவில்லாது வைக்கப்பட்டிருக்கவோ உபயோகிக்கவோ 
செய்யப்பட்டிருந்தால் அந்த வாகனத்தை வைத்திருக்கும் , ஆதீனத்தில் 
கொண்டிருக்கும் அல்லது ஆதிக்கத்தில் வைத் திருக்கும் ஒவ்வொரு நபரும் 
அவ்வரையாண்டு முழுவதுக்குமான வரி செலுத்த உரிமைப்பட்டவராவார் . 

( 2 ) அவ்வாறான மொத்த காலம் பதினைந்து நாட்களுக்கு மிகைப்பட்டும் 
ஆனால் அறுபது நாட்களுக்குக் குறைவாக இருக்குமேயாயின் அரையாண்டுவரியின் 
ஒரு சிறு பகுதியே வசூலாக்கப்படவேண்டும் . 

( 3 ) அவ்வாறாகும் மொத்த காலம் பதினைந்து நாட்களுக்கு அதிகமாகா 
திருக்குமானால் அவ்வரையாண்டுக்கென வரி விதிக்கப்படக் கூடாது . 

( 4 ) . பஞ்சாயத்துப் பகுதியினுள் ஏதேனும் வரி விதிப்பிற்குட்படக் 
கூடியதான வாகனம் கைவசமுள்ள, ஆதீனத்திலுள்ள அல்லது ஆதிக்கத்திலுள்ள 
ஒவ்வொரு நபரும் , மாறாக எதுவும் காண்பிக்கப்படும் வரையிலும் , அவ்வரை 
யாண்டின் போது அதனை பஞ்சாயத்துக்குள்ளாக வைத்துள்ளதாய் எண்ணப்பட 
வேண்டும் . 

( 5 ) துணைப்பிரிவுகள் ( 1 ) மற்றும் ( 2 ) ஆகியவற்றிலடங்கியுள்ள எதுவும் 
எவ்வாறிருந்தபோதிலும் , யாதொரு நபரும் 

( அ ) ஏதேனும் வாகனத்தைப் பொறுத்த காரியத்தில் ஏதேனும் 
அரையாண்டுக்குரிய முழு வரியும் அதே அரையாண்டிலேயே மற்றேதும் நபரால் 
பஞ்சாயத்துக்கு ஏற்கனவே செலுத்தப்பட்டிருக்கு மிடத்து மீண்டும் செலுத்த , 
அல்லது 

( ஆ ) ஏதேனும் வாகனத்தை பொறுத்த காரியத்தில் , மற்றேதும் 
அதிகார தாபனத்தில் அவ்வாகனத்துக்குப் பஞ்சாயத்துப் பகுதியில் செலுத்தப் 
படவேண்டிய வரிக்கும் மீதாக கூடுதலான வரி ஏற்கனவே செலுத்தப்பட்டிருக்கு 
மானால் , மீண்டும் செலுத்த , 

உரித்தானவராகமாட்டார் . 
( 6 ) இவ்விதியின் கீழ் வரி செலுத்த உரிமைப்பட்ட ஒவ்வொரு நபரும் 
இவ்விதிகளுடன் இணைக்கப்பட்டுள்ள அதற்குரிய நமூனாவில் அத்தகைய எல்லா 
வாகனங்கள் பற்றிய விவரங்களையும் பஞ்சாயத்து நிருவாக அதிகாரிக்கு அறிவிக்க 
வேண்டும் . -- 


6 . 


( i) ஒவ்வொரு --அரையாண்டின் தொடக்கத்திலும், தொடங்கிய 
பதினைந்து நாட்களுக்குள்ளாய் 

அவருக்குச் 

சொந்தமாயிருக்கிறது அல்லது 
விகவசம் இருந்துவருகிறது , மற்றும் 

அரையாண்டுக் காலத்தின் போது அத்தகைய வாகனங்கள் அவரது 
கைவசம் அல்லது உடைமைப் பொருளாய் வந்துள்ள தேதியிலிருந்து பதினைந்து 
நாட்களுக்குள்ளாய் அவரது கைவசம் அல்லது உடமையில் வந்துள்ளது . 
5 . 

வாகன வரி செலுத்துவ தினின்றும் விதிவிலக்குகள் . - பின் தரப்பட்டுள்ள 
வற்றின் மீது வரி விதிக்கப்படலாகா 

( அ ) மத்திய அல்லது மாநில அரசுக்குச் சொந்தமான மற்றும் 
இராணுவ காரியங்களுக்காய் உபயோகிக்கப்படும் வாகனங்கள் : 

( ஆ ) வாகன உற்பன்னர் மற்றும் விற்பன்னர்களால் விற்பனைக்காக 
மாத்திரம் வைக்கப்பட்டுள்ள வாகனங்கள் ; 

( இ ) பஞ்சாயத்துக்குச் சொந்தமான வாகனங்கள் ; 

( ஈ ) அரையாண்டுக் காலம் முழுமையும் பழுது பார்க்கப்படும் 
பொருட்டு ஏதேனும் இடத்தில் வைக்கப்பட்டுள்ள வாகனங்கள் ; 

( உ ) குழந்தைகளின் தள்ளுவண்டிகள் மற்றும் முச்சக்கரவண்டிகள் ; 

( 2 ) மாஹியில் பதிவு செய்யப்பட்டு , அவற்றின் அந்த அரையாண்டு 
அல்லது அரையாண்டுகளுக்கான வரி முழுமையும் மாஹியிலேயே செலுத்தப் 
பட்டுள்காலை . 

வாகன வரியை மொத்தமாகக்கொடுத்தல் ஓராண்டுக் 3 மேற்படாத 
ஏதேனும் காலத்துக்கு வாடகைக்கென வாகனங்கள் வைத்திருக்கும் ஏதேனும் 
நபரோடு அவ்வாகனங்களின் மீது செலுத்தப்படவேண்டிய வரியின் 75 % க்குச் 
குறையாத ஒரு தொகைக்கு பஞ்சாயத்து மொத்தமாக்கிக் கொல்ளலாம் . 

7. வரி சொத்துவோருக்கு அனுப்பப்படவேண்டியதும் அவர்களால் திரும்ப 
அனுப்பப்படவேண்டியதுமான 5 மூனாக்கள் ( 1 ) வாகனங்களின் மீது வரி 
செலுத்துவதற்கு உரித்தானவரெனக் கொள்ளப்படும் ஒவ்வொரு நபருக்கும் 
அவரால் உபயோகிக்கப்படும் வாகனங்கள் சம்பந்தமானதும் , வரி மதிப்பீடு 
செய்வதற்கு அல்லது அதற்கென வைக்கப்படுவதற்கு அவசியமானதென நிருவாக 
அதிகாரி கருதுவதுமான தகவல்களை நிரப்பியனுப்புமாறு விதி 4 (6)-ல் குறிப் 
பிட்டுள்ள நமூனாவை , அவர் அனுப்பிக் கொடுக்கவேண்டும் . 

( 2 ) அந்நமூனாவில் தேவையான தகவலை எழுதி நிரப்பி , ஒப்பமும் தேதியு 
மிட்டு ஒரு வார காலத்திற்குள்ளாய் அது அனுப்பப்பட்ட நபரினால் பஞ்சாயத்து 
அலுவலகத்துக்கு அனுப்பப்படவேண்டும் . 

8. வரி மதிப்பிடுதலும் பட்டியல் (Bill)வழங்குதலும்.- 7-வது ஒழுங்கின் 
( 2)-ம் துணை ஒழுங்கில் குறிப்பிட்டுள்ள ஒரு வார காலம் முடிவடைவதன் மேல் , 
நிருவாக அதிகாரி , வாகனங்களின் மீதான வரி விதிப்பின் காரணமாக இத்தகைய 
நபர் செலுத்த உத்தரவாதமுடையவர் என அவர் கருதுகின்ற ஒரு தொகையை , 
இவ்வாறு பட்டியல் வழங்கப்பட்ட பதினைந்து நாட்களுக்குள் செலுத்தும்படி , 
தேவைப்பட்டு கொண்டு அந்நபருக்குப் பட்டியல் ஒன்று வழங்கச் செய்யவேண்டும் . 

வரி செலுத்துவதன் மேல் உரிமம் வழங்குதல்.- ஏதேலும் நபர் . 
ஏதேனும் வாகனம் சம்பந்தமான வரித்தொகை செலுத்துகின்றபோது , திருவாக 
--திகாரி . செலுத்தப்பட்ட தொகை எந்தக்காலம் வரை சம்பந்தப்பட்டதோ 
அக்காலம் வரை அந்த வாகனத்தைப் பயன்படுத்துவதற்கோ அல்லது பாது 
காப்பதற்கோ ஆன உரிமத்தை அந்நபருக்கு வழங்கவேண்டும் . 


9 . 


A 


எண் 


என 


10 . வாகனங்களில் பஞ்சாயத்து எண் ஒட்டுதல் .- ( 1 ) 9 -வது ஒழுங்கின் 
கீழ் எந்த வாகனங்களுக்கு உரிமம் வழங்கப்பட்டதோ அந்த வாகனங்களுக் 
கெல்லாம் பஞ்சாயத்து எண் ஒட்டப்படவேண்டும் . மேலும் , இத்தகைய எண்கள் 
பஞ்சாயத்து அலுவலகத்தில் பதிவு செய்யப்படவும் வேண்டும். 
( 3 ) வாகனங்களில் பஞ்சாயத்து 

ஒட்டுவதற்கென நிருவாக 
அதிகாரிக்கு 25 பு . கா . கட்டணம் செலுத்தப்படவேண்டும் : 

11 . வாகனங்கனைக் கைப்பற்றுவதகும் தடைப்படுத்தி வைப்பதற்குமான 
நிருவாக அதிகாரியின் அதிகாரம் . - 10-வது ஒழுங்கின் மூலம் தேவைப்பட்ட 
வாறு ஒரு வாகனத்தில் பஞ்சாயத்து எண் ஒட்டப்படவில்லையெனில் , நிருவாக 
அதிகாரியோ அல்லது இதன் சார்பில் அவரால் அதிகாரம் அளிக்கப்பட்ட வேறு 
நபரோ, எந்தச் சமயத்திலும் வாகனத்தைக் கைப்பற்றவும் தடைப்படுத்தவும் 
செய்யலாம் : - 

எனினும் ; ஈருருளை வாகனம் (bicycle ) அல்லாத எந்த வாகனமும் 
பிரயாணிகளையோ அல்லது சரக்குகளை யோ கொண்டு செல்லும் போது கைப் 
பற்றப்படவோ அல்லது தடுத்து நிறுத்தப்படவோ கூடாது . 

12 . ( கைப்பற்றப்பட்ட ) வாகனம் , உரிமை கோரப்படவில்லையெனில் , 
பொது ஏலத்தில் விற்கப்படுவது பற்றி.- ( 1 ) கைப்பற்றப்பட்ட வாகனம் 
உரிமை கோரப்படவில்லையெனில் , மேலும் அதன் மீதான வரி, வாகனம் கைப் 
பற்றிய பத்து நாட்களுக்குள் செலுத்தப் படவில்லையெனில் , அவ்வாகனம் பொது 
ஏலத்தில் விற்பனைக்கு விடப்படவேண்டும் நிருவாக அதிகாரி கட்டள 
யிடலாம் . மேலும் , விற்பனை வருமானங்கள்.- 

விற்கப்பட்ட வாகனத்தின் மீதான வரி : 

(ii) நிருவாக அதிகாரி கட்டளையிடக்கூடிய வரித்தொகைக்கு மேற் 
படாத தண்டத்தொகை; மற்றும் 

( iii) கைப்பற்றுதல் , தடைப்படுத்துதல் மற்றும் விற்பனை சம்பந்தமாக 
ஏற்பட்ட செலவுகள் காரணமாக ஒரு ரூபாய் ; 

முதலானவை செலுத்துதலுக்குப் பயன்படுத்தும் படியும் கட்டளையிடலாம் . 

( 2 ) வாகனத்தின் சொந்தக்காரர் அல்லது உரிமையுடைய வேறு நபர் 
வாகனம் கைப்பற்றப்பட்ட பத்து நாட்களுக்குள் அல்லது விற்பனைக்கு விடப் 
படுவதற்கு முன் எந்தச் சமயத்திலேனும் அதற்கு உரிமை கோருகின் றாரெனில் , -- 

( i ) அதன் மீதான வரி; 

( ii) நிருவாக அதிகாரி கட்டளையிடக்கூடிய வரித்தொகைக்கு மேற் 
படாத தண்டம் ; 

( iii) கைப்பற்றுதல் மற்றும் தடைப்படுத்துதல் சம்பந்தமாக ஏற்பட்ட 
செலவுகளின் காரணமாக ஒரு ரூபாய் . 

முதலான்வை செலுத்துவதன்மேல் அந்தவாகனம் அவருக்குத் திருப்பிக் 
கொடுக்கப்படவேண்டும் . 

( 3 ) நிகர விற்பனை வருமானம் ஏதுமிருப்பின் வருமான வைப்புத்தொகை 
( Revenue Deposit ) கணக்கில் சேர்க்கப்படவேண்டுமென்பதோடு மூன்று மாதங் 
களுக்குள் உரிமை கோரப்படவில்லையெனில் அத்தொகை பஞ்சாயத்து நிதியில் 
சேர்க்கப்படவேண்டும் . 


ஒன்று அல்லது அதற்கு மேற்பட்ட விலங்குகளால் இழுத்துச் செல்லப்படுவதற்கென 

அமைக்கப்பட்ட வாகனங்களுக்கான நமூனா: 


[ 4 ( 6 ) -வது ஒழுங்கு பார்க்கவும் ) 


குறிப்புகள் 


வாகனத்திலுள்ள குதிரையினால் இழுக்கக் உடைமையான அல்லது 
சொந்தக்காரரின் சக்கரங்களின் கூடியதா அல்லது எருதினால் கைவசமுள்ள இத்தகைய 
பெயரும் விலாசமும் என்ணிக்கை இழுக்கக்கூடியதா (ஓன்ற வாகனங்களின் மெ 

அல்லது இரண்டா) 

எண்ணிக்கை 


2. துதிமொழி .--எனது அறிவுக்கும் நம்பிக்கைக்கும் ஏற்ப மேலே கொடுக்கப்பட்ட 

தகவல்கள் சரியானவையே . 


ஒப்பம் . 


கருருளை மற்றும் மூன்றுருவ வாகனங்களுக்கான 

நமூனா 
[ 4 ( 6) -வது ஒமுங்கு பார்க்கவும் ) 


உடமையாளரின் 
பெயரும் 

விலாசமும் 


சைக்கிளின் 
இனம் 


பிரெய்ம் எண் . ஒவ்வொரு இனத்திலும் உடைமயில் குறிப்புகள் 

இருக்கும் சைக்கிள்களின் எண்ணிக்கை 


உறுதிமொழி.- மேலே - கொடுக்கப்பட்டுள்ள தகவல்கள் , எனது அறிவுக்கும் 

நம்பிக்கைக்கும் ஏற்ப சரியானவையும் 
உண்மையானவை 
: 
மாகும் . 


ஒப்பம் . 


தள்ளுவண்டி/ கைவண்டிகளுக்கான நமூனா. 


[ 4 (6 )-வது ஒழுங்கு பார்க்கவும் ) 


உடைமையானரின் 
பெயரும் விலாசமும் 


வாகனங்களிலுள்ள 
சக்கரங்களின் 
எண்ணிக்கை 


உடைமையிலிருக்கும் அல்லது 
கைவசமிருக்கும் இது போன்ற 
வாகனங்களின் எண்ணிக்கை 


குறிப்புகள் 


- 


உறுதிமொழி : - மேலே கொடுக்கப்பட்டுள்ள தகவல்கள் எனது அறிவுக்கும் 

நம்பிக்கைக்கும் ஏற்ப சரியானவையும் உண்மையான வா 
மாகும் . 


ஒப்பம். 


ரிக்ஷாக்கள் / சைக்கிள்ரிக்ஷாக்களுக்கான நமூனா. 


[ 4 ( 6 )-வது ஒழுங்கு பார்க்கவும் . ) 


உடைமையாளரின் 
பெயரும் விலாசமும் 


வாகனத்தில் உள்ள உடைமையில் உள்ள அல்லது 
சக்கரங்களின் எண்ணிக்கை கைவசம் உள்ள இதுபோன்ற 

வாகனங்களின் எண்ணிக்கை 


குறிப்புகள் 


CC 


உறுதிமொழி : - மேலே கொடுக்கப்பட்டுள்ள தகவல்கள் எனது அறிவுக்கும் 

நம்பிக்கைக்கும் ஏற்ப . சரியானவையும் உண்மையான 
வையுமாகும் 


ஒப்பம் : 


G.30 


மோட்டார் போட் /நீராவிப்படகு / நீராவி அல்லது மோட்டார் இழுவைப்படகு 

கட்டுமரம் / நீராவி அல்லது மோட்டார் இழுவைப்படகினோடு 
இணைக்கப்பட்டுள்ள அல்லது இணைக்கக்கூடிய வேறுகலம் / 
காபின் போட் /வள்ளம் ஆகியவற்றுக்கான நமூனா. 

( 4 ( 6)-வது ஒழுங்கு பார்க்கவும் ) 


உடைமையாளரின் 
பெயரும் விலாசமும் 


கலத்தின் 
தன்மை 


உடைமையான அல்லது கைவசமிருக்கும் 
இதுபோன்ற கலங்களின் எண்ணிக்கை 


குறிப்புகள் 


உறுதிமொழி : -மேலே கொடுக்கப்பட்டுள்ள தகவல்கள் எனது அறிவுக்கும் 

நம்பிக்கைக்கும் ஏற்ப சரியானவையும் உண்மையானவையு 
மாகும் . 

ஒப்பம் . 
மாநிலத்தலைவரின் ஆணைப்படி , 

எஸ் . அனந்தகிருஷ்ணன் , 
அபிவிருத்தி ஆணையாளர் 
மற்றும் சுட்டுச் செயலாளர் . 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966 . 


PARTI 


Section iv 


கேரள அரசு 


விவசாயம் மற்றும் கிராம முன்னேற்ற (பஞ்சாயத்து - தனி) துறை 


விளம்பரம் 


The Kerala Panchayats ( Licensing of dangerous 
and offensive Trades and Factories) 

Rules, 1953 - Amendments. 
எண் . 14727/பஞ் - தனி 1/ 65 / எ & ஆர் . டிடி . 

திருவனந்தபுரம் 1965 அக்டோபர் 9 . 
எஸ் . ஆர். ஓ . எண் . 381 / 65. - 1960- ம் வருட கேரள பஞ்சாயத்துச் 
சட்டத்தின் ( 1960 - ன் 32 -வது சட்டம் ) பிரிவு 96 , 97 , 98 மற்றும் 129 - னால் 
வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து கேரள அரசு , 

1963 - ம் வருட 
கேரள பஞ்சாயத்து ( அபாயகரமானதும் தீங்கிழைப்பதுமான தொழில் மற்றும் 
தொழிற்சாலைகளுக்கு உரிமம் வழங்குதல் ) விதிகளில் கீழ்க்காணும் திருத்தங்களை 
இதனால் உண்டுபண்ணுகிறது . இச்சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 130- ன் துணைப் பிரிவு (2 )-னால் 
தேவைப்பட்டதற்கிணங்க இது ஏற்கனவே பிரசுரிக்கப்பட்டுள்ளது . அவை 


யாவன - 


திருத்தங்கள் 
மேற்சொன்ன விதிகளின் விதி 12 - ன் துணை விதி ( 3 )-க்குப் பதிலாக கீழ்க் 
காணும் துணைவிதி இடப்படவேண்டும் , அதாவது.- 

“ (3 ) பஞ்சாயத்து , விண்ணப்பத்தினை கைப்பற்றிய பிறகு உடனேயே 
மற்றும் அதனைக்கைப்பற்றிய அறுபது நாட்கள் முடிவடைவதற்கு முன் , -- 

விண்ணப்பிக்கப்பட்ட அனுமதியை கட்டுப்பாடின்றியோ அல்லது 
அது சுமத்தத் தகுதியானதென கருதுகின்ற நிபந்தனைகளுக்குட்பட்டோ வழங்க 
வேண்டும் , அல்லது 

( பி ) அத்தகைய அமைப்பு , நிறுவனம் அல்லது நிலைநாட்டல் அக்கம் 
பக்கத்திலுள்ள ஜனத்தொகையின் திண்மையின் 

மறுக்கப்படக் 
கூடியதாகிறது அல்லது அது தொல்லைகளுண்டுபண்ண காரணமாகக் கூடும் என 
அது அபிப்பிராயப்பட்டால் அனுமதியை நிராகரிக்கலாம் , 

மாநிலத்தலைவரின் ஆணைப்படி , 

எஸ் . பத்மகுமார் , 
வளர்ச்சித்துறை கூட்டுக்க மிஷனர் மற்றும் 

அரசாங்கக் கூட்டுச் செயலாளர் . 


காரணமாக 


G ; 357 . 
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Section iv 


கேரள அரசு. 


விவசாயம் மற்றும் கிராம முன்னேற்ற (பஞ்சாயத்து - தனி) துறை: 


விளம்பரம். 


Kerala Panchayats (Authorising of Expenditure) 

Rules , 1964 - Amendments . 
எண் . 79000 /பஞ்- தனி/ 1 /64/ ஏ & ஆர். டிடி . 

திருவனந்தபுரம் , 1965 அக்டோபர் 18 . 
எஸ் . ஆர் . ஓ . எண் . 393 /65. - 1960- ம் வருட கேரள பஞ்சாயத்து 
( 1960 - ன் 32 -வது சட்டம் ) சட்டத்தின் (77 -வது பிரிவுடன் வாசிக்கப்பட்ட ) 
பிரிவு 129- னால் வழங்கப்பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து கேரள அரசு , 
1964 - ம் வருட கேரள பஞ்சாயத்து ( செலவினங்களுக்கு அதிகாரம் அளித்தல் ) 
விதிகளில் கீழ்க்காணும் திருத்தத்தினை உண்டுபண்ணுகிறது . இச்சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 
130- ன் துணைப்பிரிவு ( 2) னால் தேவைப்பட்டவாறு இது ஏற்கனவே பிரசுரம் 
செய்யப்பட்டுள்ளது . 


திருத்தம் 


மேற்சொன்ன விதிகளில் , விதி 5 - ன் உட்பிரிவுகள் (i ) மற்றும் (iii ) உள்ள 
சுருக்கம் , எண்கள் , வார்த்தைகள் மற்றும் அடைப்புக்குறிகளான " ரூபாய் 500 
ரூ . ஐநூறு) என்பவைகளுக்குப் பதிலாக கீழ்க்காண்பவை இடப்படவேண்டும் , 
அதாவது. 
" ரூபாய் 750 ( ரூ . எழு நூற்றி ஐம்பது) 

மா நிலத்தலைவர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எஸ் : பத்மகுமார் , . 
வளர்ச்சித்துறை கூட்டுக்கமிஷணர் மற்றும் 

அரசாங்கக் கூட்டுச் செயலாளர் : 
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கேரள அரசு . 


விவசாயம் மற்றும் கிராம முன்னேற்ற (பஞ்சாயத்து - தனி) துறை . 


விளம்பரம். 
Kerala Panchayats (Election of Members) 

Rules, 1962 -- Amendments . 
எண் . 22421 /பஞ்- தனி/1 /65 / ஏ . & ஆர் . டிடி . 

திருவனந்தபுரம் , 1965 நவம்பர் 19 . 
எஸ் . ஆர் . ஓ . எண் . 421/65. - 1960- ம் வருட கேரள பஞ்சாயத்து 
( 1960 - ன் 32 -வது சட்டம்) சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 6 , 11 மற்றும் 129- னால் வழங்கப் 
பட்ட அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து கேரள அரசு , 1962- ம் வருட கேரள 
பஞ்சாயத்து ( அங்கத்தினர்களின் தேர்தல் ) விதிகளில் கீழ்க்காணும் திருத்தங்களை 
இதனால் உண்டுபண்ணுகிறது . மேற்சொன்ன சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 130- ன் துணைப் 
பிரிவு ( 2 )-னால் தேவைப்பட்டவாறு இது ஏற்கனவே பிரசுரிக்கப்பட்டுள்ளது . 

திருத்தங்கள். 
மேற்சொன்ன விதிகளில் ; 

1 . விதி 41- ல் துணைவிதி (1 )-ன் உட்பிரிவு ( பி ) க்குப் பதிலாக கீழ்க்காணும் 
உட்பிரிவு இடப்படவேண்டும், அதாவது.- 

* ( பி ) தேர்தல் தாளில் ( Ballot Paper ) வேட்பாளரின் பெயர்களும் , 
சின்னங்களும் அச்சிடப்பட்டுள்ள பக்கத்தில் அவர் வாக்குப்பதிவு செய்ய உத் 
தேசிக்கின்ற வேட்பாளரின் சின்னத்தின் மீது அல்லது அதனருகில் இதற்கென 
வழங்கப்பட்டுள்ள கருவியினால் ஒரு அடையாளம் அல்லது அடையாளங்கள் 
செய்யவேண்டும் . 

விதி 57 - ன் துணைவிதி ( 2) -ல் , 

( எ ) உட்பிரிவு ( எச் ) க்கு பிறகு கீழ் காணும் உட்பிரிவு புகுத்தப்பட 
வேண்டும் , அதாவது. 

(i ) தேர்தல் தாளின் மீது வாக்குப்பதிவு அடையாளம் செய்யப்படல் 
விதி 41- ன் துணைவிதி (1 )-ன் உட்பிரிவு ( பி ) ன் ஏற்பாடுகளுக்கிணங்காவிடில், " 

( பி ) மூன்றாவது காப்பு வாசகத்தில் வருகின்ற , துணைவிதிகள் ( எ ) 
முதல் ( எச் ) வரை எனும் சொற்களுக்குப் பதிலாக " உட்பிரிவு ( எ ) முதல் ( ஐ ) 
வரை எனும் சொற்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் , 

மாநிலத்தலைவர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எஸ் . பத்மகுமார் , 
வளர்ச்சித்துறைக்கூட்டு கமிஷணர் மற்றும் 

அரசாங்கக் கூட்டுச் செயலாளர் . 


2 . 
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கேரள அரசு 


விவசாயம் மற்றும் கிராம முன்னேற்ற (பஞ்சாயத்து - தனி) த்துறை 


விளம்பரம் 


Kerala Panchayats (Custody of Records and 
Grant of copies of Proceedings or Records) 

Rules, 1962 - Amedments . 
எண் . 18581 /பஞ்- தனி/ 1/64 / ஏ & ஆர் டிடி . 

திருவனந்தபுரம் 1965 டிஸம்பர் 16 . 
எஸ் . ஆர் . ஓ . எண் . 451/ 65. - 1960- ம் வருட் கேரள பஞ்சாயத்து 
( 1960 - ன் 32 -வது சட்டம் ) சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 129- னால் விழங்கப்பட்ட 
அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து கேரள அரசு, 1962- ம் வருட கேரள பஞ்சாயத்து 
( ரிக்கார்டுகளைப் பாதுகாத்தலும் ரிக்கார்டு மற்றும் நடவடிக்கைகளின் நகல்கள் 
வழங்குதலும் ) விதிகளில் கீழ்க்காணும் திருத்தத்தினை உண்டுபண்ணுகிறது , இச் 
சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 130- ன் துணைப்பிரிவு ( 2 )-னால் தேவைப்பட்டவாறு இது 
ஏற்கனவே பிரசுரம் செய்யப்பட்டுள்ளது . 

திருத்தம். 
மேற்சொன்ன விதிகளில் , விதி 9 - க்குப் பதிலாக கீழ்க்காணும் விதி இடப் 
படவேண்டும் , அதாவது . 

* 9 தகுந்த அதிகாரியால் இரகசியமானது என்று பிரிக்கப்பட்டுள்ள 
நடவடிக்கைகள் அல்லது ரிக்கார்டுகளின் நகல்களை நிர்வாக அதிகாரி வழங்கக் 
கூடாது . ஏதேனும் பிற ஆவணம் தகுந்த அதிகாரியால் இரகசியமானதாக 
பிரிக்கப்படாத போதிலும் நிர்வாக அதிகாரியால் இரகசியமானதென கருதப் 
படுமானால் தகுந்த அதிகாரிக்கு அதனை இரகசியமாக பாதுகாக்கவேண்டிய 
காரணங்களுடன் குறிப்பிட்டு அவரது உத்தரவிற்கு நிர்வாக அதிகாரி 
அனுப்புவார் . அந்த ஆவணத்தை தகுந்த அதிகாரி இரகசியமானதென பாகுபாடு 
செய்தால் அந்த ஆவணத்தின் நகலுக்கான விண்ணப்பத்தினை நிர்வாக அதிகாரி , 
மேற்சொன்ன காரணத்தைக் கூறி நிராகரிக்கவேண்டும். " 

மாநிலத் தலைவரின் ஆணைப்படி , 

எஸ் . பத்மகுமார் , 
வளர்ச்சித்துறை கூட்டுக்கமிஷணர் மற்றும் 

கூட்டுச் செயலாளர் . 


G. 360 . 
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Section iv 
கேரள அரசு 
விவசாயம் மற்றும் கிராம முன்னேற்ற 
( பஞ்சாயத்து - தனி) த் துறை . 

விளம்பரம் 
Kerala Panchayats ( Oath of Office by Members ) Rules, 1965 . 
ஜி . ஓ . எம் . எஸ் . எண் . 20/ 66 / ஏ & ஆர். டி. டி . 

திருவனந்தபுரம், 1966 பெப்ருவரி 17 . 
எஸ் . ஆர் . ஓ . எண் . 76/66 .--1960- ம் வருட கேரள பஞ்சாயத்துக்கள் 
சட்டத்தின் ( 1960 - ன் 32-வது சட்டம் ) பிரிவு 129 - னால் வழங்கப்பட்ட 
அதிகாரங்களைப் பிரயோகித்து கேரள அரசு கீழ்க்காணும் விதிகளை இதனால் 
உண்டுபண்ணுகிறது . மேற்சொன்ன சட்டத்தின் 130-வது பிரிவின் ( 2 )-வது 
துணைப்பிரிவினால் தேவைப்பட்டவாறு இவை ஏற்கனவே பிரசுரம் செய்யப் 
பட்டுள்ளன. 

விதிகள் . 
சுருக்கத்தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும் .-(i ) இவ்விதிகள் , 1966- ம் வருட 
கேரள பஞ்சாயத்துகள் ( அங்கத்தினர் களின் பதவி ஏற்பு உறுதிமொழி ) விதிகள் 
என அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

(ii ) இவை உடனடி அமலில் வரும் . 
விளக்கம் .-- இவ்விதிகளில் , சந்தர்ப்பம் வேறு வகையில் 

தேவைப் 
பட்டாலன்றி , " சட்டம் எனில் 1960- ம் வருட கேரள பஞ்சாயத்து (1960 - ன் 
32-வது சட்டம் ) சட்டம் என்று பொருட்படும் . 

3. இச்சட்டத்தின் 25-வது பிரிவின் (1)-வது துணைப்பிரிவின் கீழ் அல்லது 
அதன் (5 )-வது துணைப்பிரிவின் கீழ் பதவி ஏற்பு உறுதிமொழி அல்லது உறுதி 
மொழி எடுக்கின்ற மற்றும் ஒப்பமிடுகின்ற ஒரு பஞ்சாயத்தின் ஏதேனும் 
அங்கத்தினர் அதது காரியத்திலாவது போன்று தேர்தலின் பலன் அறிவித்தல் 
அல்லது நியமனம் ஆனதிலிருந்து நாற்பத்தி எட்டு மணிக்கூறுக்குள் மேற்கூறிய 
வற்றை செய்யவேண்டும் ; எனினும் ஏதேனும் எதிர்பாராத சூழ்நிலையில் 
மேற்கூறிய காலத்திற்குள் பதவி ஏற்பு உறுதிமொழி அல்லது உறுதிமொழி 
எடுக்கவும் ஒப்பிடவும் முடியாமலாகுமாயின் அவைகளை , அதது காரியத் 
திலாவது போன்று தேர்தலின் பல - அறிவித்தல் அல்லது நியமனம் ஆனதி 
லிருந்து ஏழு நாட்களுக்குள் எடுக்கவும் ஒப்பமிடவும் வேண்டும் . 

குறிப்பு.-- ஏழு நாட்கள் கணக்கிடுகையில் தேர்தலின் பலன் அறிவிக்கும் 
நாளையும் பதவி ஏற்பு உறுதிமொழி எடுக்கும் நாளையும் உட்படுத்த வேண்டும் . 

4. இச்சட்டத்தின் 25-வது பிரிவின் கீழ் பதவி ஏற்பு உறுதிமொழி அல்லது 
உறுதிமொழி நிர்வகிக்கின்ற பஞ்சாயத்துத்தலைவர் அதனை , 3 -வது விதியின் கீழ் 
நிர்ணயிக்கப்பட்டுள்ள காலத்திற்குள் நிர்வகிக்கவேண்டும் . 

மாநிலத்தலைவரின் ஆணைப்படி , 

எஸ் . பத்மகுமார் , 
வளச்சித்துறை கூட்டுக்க மிஷனர் 
மற்றும் கூட்டுச் செயலாளர் . 
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Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated 11th October 1966. 
PART I 


Section iv 


കേരള ഗവ : ന 


റവന്യു ( എ ) ഡിപ്പാർട്ടുമെൻറു 


പരസ്യം 


I 


ജി , ഒ . ( പി ) 353 /66/റവന്യൂ 

തിരുവനന്തപുരം, 1966 ജൂൺ 24 , 
എസ്. ആർ. ഒ. നമ്പർ 244 /68. - 1960 - ലെ കേരള ഗവണ്മെന്റ് ഭൂമി പതിച്ച 
കൊടുക്കൽ ആക്റ്റ് (1960 - ലെ 30 -ാം ആക്റ്) 7 -ാം വകുപ്പിനാൽ നൽകപ്പെട്ട 
അധികാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ചു ”, കേരള ഗവണ്മെൻറ്, 1964- ലെ കേരള ഭൂമി 
പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ താഴെപ്പറയുന്ന ഭേദഗതി ഇതിനാൽ വരുത്തിയിരി 

അതായത് - 


ക്കുന്നു. 


ദഗതി 


മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ, 7 -ാം ചട്ടത്തിനു ശേഷം താഴെ പറയുന്നത് എ 
എന്ന ചട്ടമായി ചേക്കണം. 

അതായതു്. 
" ഐ . 

കും കിദാർമാക്കും മുൻഗണന- (1 ) കുംകി ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്ന 
കാര്യത്തിൽ മുൻ കുംകിദാർമാഷ്, വാർഥഭൂമിയിൽനിന്നുരണ്ടുചങ്ങല ( 40 234 മീററർ) 
എന്ന പരിധിവരെ, എന്നാൽ 1968 - ലെ കേരള ഭൂപരിഷരണ ആക°ററി ൽ (1964- ല 
1 -ാം ആക്റ്റ്) നിണ്ണയിച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന പരമാവധിക്കു വിധേയമായി മുൻഗണന 
നൽകണ്ടതാണ്, 

(2) എന്നാൽ വാർഥ ഭൂമിക്കുള്ള ജലവിതരണമാർഗ്ഗം രണ്ടു ചങ്ങല (40 234 
മീററർ) എന്നി പരിധിക്കപ്പുറം സ്ഥിതിചെയ്യുകയാണെങ്കിൽ ജലാഗമ മാർഗ്ഗം 
ഉൾപ്പെടെയുള്ളതും ജലസേചന സൗകര്യങ്ങൾ അനുഭവിക്കുന്നതിന്നു മതിയായ തുമായ 
സ്ഥലം, അതു ” (1 ) -ാം ഉപചട്ടത്തിൽ പറഞ്ഞിട്ടുള്ള രണ്ടു ചങ്ങല ( 40 234 മീററർ) 
എന്ന പരിധിയിൽ കവിയുന്നതായാൽ പോലും പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കേണ്ടതാണ്. 

(3) പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്നതു് ഈ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ നിർണ്ണയിച്ചിട്ടുള്ള പ്രകാരം 
ഭൂവില കൊടുക്കുന്നതിനു വിധേയമായിട്ടായിരിക്കണം. 

( 4) ചന്ദനമരം സംബന്ധിച്ചിടത്താളമൊഴികെയുളള വൃക്ഷ വില കും കിടാ 
മാരിൽ നിന്നു പിരിക്കുവാൻ പാടില്ലാത്തതാകുന്നു. 

( 5) മുൻ കുംകിടാർമാക്കു ” കുംകി ഭൂമി പതിച്ചു കിട്ടുന്നതിലേക്കായി തയ 
താസിൽദാരുടെയോ ജില്ലാകളക്റാരുടെയോ അടുക്കൽ, ഈ പട്ടങ്ങൾ ഗസററിൽ 
പ്രസിദ്ധപ്പെടുത്തുന്ന തീയതി മുതൽ ആറുമാസത്തിനകംഅപേക്ഷ ബോധിപ്പിക്കാവ 
ന്നതും, അങ്ങനെചെയ്യാൻ വീഴ്ച വരുത്തുന്നപക്ഷം, അത്തരം ഭൂമി മറാ അപേക്ഷകർ 
ആരെങ്കിലുമുണ്ടെങ്കിൽ അവരുടെ പേരിൽ ഈ ഉപചട്ടത്തിൽ നിശ്ചയിച്ചിട്ടുള്ള ആ 
മാസം കഴിഞ്ഞാൽ പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കാവുന്നതുമാണ്. 

G , 1808A 


- 1 


ന്ന രണ്ട 


വിശദീകരണക്കുറിപ്പ് - ( ഇത് ഭേദഗതിയുടെയോ ചട്ടത്തിന്റെയോ ടാഗമല്ല , 
എന്നാൽ പൊതു ഉദ്ദേശം കാണിക്കുന്നതിനു വേണ്ടിയുള്ളതാകുന്നു). 

1958 - ലെ ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങൾ, കും കി സംബന്ധിച്ച പ്രത്യകാ 
വകാൾഉൾ അംഗീകരിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുകയും. കണ്ണൂർ ജില്ലയിലെ ഹോസ്ദുർഗ്ഗ്, 
കാസർകോട്ട് എന്നീ താലൂക്കുകളിൽ, 1276 -ാമതു ഫസലിക്കു മുമ്പുണ്ടായ കൈവശ 
ഭൂമിയിൽ ഉൾപ്പെട്ടതും 

നികുതി ചുമത്തിയതുമായ ഭൂമിയോടു 
ചങ്ങല ( 40-234 മീറ്റർ) അകലം വരെയുള്ള കാ കി ഭൂമിക്കു സംബന്ധിക്കുകയോ 
ബാധകമാകുകയോ ചെയ്യുന്നതല്ലെന്നു വ്യവസ്ഥ ചെയ്യുകയും ചെയ്തിട്ടുണ്ട്. 1958- ലെ 
ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങൾ 1964 - ലെ കേരള ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങൾ 
മൂലം ദുർബലപ്പെടുത്തുകയുണ്ടായി. എന്നാൽ രണ്ടാമതു പറഞ്ഞ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ കുംകി 
സംബന്ധിച്ച പ്രത്യേകാവകാശങ്ങളെപ്പറ്റി ഒന്നും പറഞ്ഞിട്ടുമില്ല . 

കുംകി സംബന്ധിച്ച പ്രത്യേകാവകാശം കണ്ണൂർ ഡിസ്ട്രിക്ററിൽ കാസർകോട്. 
ഹോസ്ദുർഗ് എന്നീ താലൂക്കുകളിൽ മാത്രം നടപ്പുള്ളതാകുന്നു. ഇതുപ്രകാരം, 
വാർഥമാക്കു് (എസ്റ്റേററുടമയ്ക്കു്) അയാളുടെ രജിസ്റ്റർ ചെയ്യപ്പെട്ട കൈവശ ഭൂമിയിൽ 
നിന്നു രണ്ടു ചങ്ങലയ്ക്കുള്ളിൽ (10-234 മീററർ) സ്ഥിതി ചെയ്യുന്ന ഗവണ്മെൻറുവക 
തരിശു ഭൂമി, കന്നുകാലികളെ മേയ്ക്കുന്നതിന്നോ കാർഷികവും ഗാർഹികവുമായ 
ഉപയോഗത്തിനായി വൃക്ഷവും തടിയും മററു വനോൽപ്പന്നവും മുറിക്കുകയോ രൂപാ 
ന്തരപ്പെടുത്തുകയോ ശേഖരിക്കുകയോചെയ്യുന്നതിനും നീക്കംചെയ്യുന്നതിന്നുമോ വേണ്ടി 
ചാർജുകൂടാതെ ഉപയോഗിപ്പാൻ ഉള്ള പ്രത്യേകാവകാശം നൽകിയിട്ടുണ്ട്. കം കി 
സംബന്ധിച്ച പ്രത്യേകാവകാശത്തിന്റെ പേരിൽ കൃഷിക്ക് യോഗ്യമായ ധാരാളം ഭൂമി 
കൃഷിചെയ്യാതെ വിടുന്നതുംഇപ്പോൾ പൊതുതാൽപ്പര്യത്തിനു അനുഗുണമല്ല . സംസ്ഥാ 
നത്തിന്റെ ചെറിയൊരു പ്രദേശത്തും നിലവിലുള്ള ഒരു സമ്പ്രദായം ശാശ്വതീ 
കരിപ്പാൻ അനുവദിക്കുകയെന്നതും ഒരു കാലവെപരീത്യം കൂടിയാകുന്നു. അതിനാൽ 
കുംകിമി, കേരള ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽചട്ടങ്ങൾ പ്രകാരം അർഹതയുള്ള ആളുക 
ൾക്കും മുമ്പത്തെ കുംകിടാർകാക്കുംമുൻഗണന നൽകിക്കൊണ്ട്, പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുവാൻ 
ഉദ്ദേശിച്ചിരിക്കുന്നു. ഈ ഭേദഗതി മേല്പറഞ്ഞ ഉദ്ദേശങ്ങൾ സാധിക്കുന്നതിനും വണ്ടി 
യുള്ളതാണു . 


1I 


ജി . ഒ. ( പി ) 371 റവന്യൂ 

തിരുവനന്തപുരം, 1986 ജൂൺ 30 , 
എസ്. ആർ. ഒ. നമ്പർ 246 /66. - 1960 - ലെ കേരള ഗവണ്മെൻറ്റ് ശ്രമി 
പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ആക്ററു (1960 - ലെ 30 -ാം ആക്റ്) 1 -ാം വകുപ്പ 
മൂലം നൽകപ്പെട്ട അധികാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ചു . കേരള ഗവണ്മെന്റ്, 1964 - ലെ 
കേരള ഭൂമി പതിച്ചു കൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ താഴെപ്പറയുന്ന ഭേദഗതി ഇതിനാൽ വരു 
അത്തിയിരിക്കുന്നു. അതായത് - 


ഭേദഗതി 


മേൽപ്പറഞ്ഞ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ, 11 -ാം ചട്ടം 3) -ാം ഉപചട്ടത്തോടു ചേത്ത (ii) -ാം 
ഖണ്ഡത്തിനു ശേഷം താഴെപ്പറയുന്നത് (iv) -ാം ഖ ണ്ഡ a 3 യി ചക്കണം, 
അതായത : 

(iv). (iii ) -ാം ഖണ്ഡപ്രകാരം കുരുതിവെച്ച ഭൂമിയിൽ നിന്നും പട്ടാളസേവന 
മനുഷ്ഠിക്കുന്നവരുടെ ആവശ്യം നിറവേറ്റിയ ശേഷം വല്ല ഭൂമിയും അവശേഷിക്കുന്നു 

ണ്ടെങ്കിൽ അങ്ങനെയുള്ള ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുമ്പോൾ അർഹരായ വിമുകാ മുടന്മാക്കു 
ൻഗണന നൽകേണ്ടതാകുന്നു. 


വിശദീകരണക്കുറിപ്പ് -- ( ഇതു് ചട്ട ത്തിനുളള 3 ഗതിയടെഭാഗമല്ല , 

asna t 
പൊതു ഉദ്ദേശം കാണിക്കുന്നതിനു വടിയുള്ളതാകന്നു.) 

1964- ലെ കേരള ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ, 11 -ാം ചട്ടം (3 )-3 . ഉപ 
ചട്ടത്തോടു ചേർത്ത (ii ) -ാം ഖണ്ഡപ്രകാരം പട്ടാളത്തിൽ സേവനമനുഷ്ടിക്കുന്നവ , 
യുദ്ധസേവനമനുഷ്ടിക്കവ 

മരണമടയുകയോ അംഗവൈകല്യം സംഭവിക്കുകയാ 
ചെയ്തിട്ടുള്ളവരുടെ ആശ്രിതകം പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്നതിനു വേണ്ടിഓരോവില്ലേജിലും 
ഭൂമി കരുതിവയേണ്ടതുണ്ട്. പട്ടാളസേവനമനുഷ്ഠിക്കുന്നവരിൽ നിന്നോ അവരുടെ 
ആശ്രിതരിൽനിന്നാഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്നതിനുളള അ പക്ഷികൾ കിട്ടാതിരി 
ക്കു കയോഅല്ലെങ്കിൽ പട്ടാളസേവനമനുപ്പിക്കുന്നവരുടേയും 
അവരുടെ ആശ്രിതരു 
ടേയും ആവശ്യം നിറവററിയ ശേഷം ഭൂമി ബാക്കിവരികയോ ചെയ്യുന്ന സംഗതി 
കൾ ഉണ്ടാകാം. "അത്തരം സംഗതികളിൽ ബാക്കി വരുന്ന 

ഭൂമി ( ശർഹരായ 
വിമുക്തഭടന്മാ് * മുൻഗണന നൽകി വീതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കാനുദ്ദേശിക്കുന്നു. ഈ ഭേദഗതി 
മേല്പറഞ്ഞ ഉദ്ദേശം നിറവേററുന്നതിനു വേണ്ടിയുള്ളതാണു . 

III 
ജി. ഒ. ( പി ) നമ്പർ 894 റവന്യു . 

തിരുവനന്തപുരം, 1966ജൂലൈ13 . 
എസ്. ആർ. ഒ. നമ്പർ 278/66. - 1960 - ലെ കേരള ഗവണ്മെന്റ് ഭൂമി പതിച്ചു 
കൊടുക്കൽ ആക്റ്റ് (1960 - ലെ 30 -ാം ആക്റ്) 7 -ാം വകുപ്പുമൂലം നൽകപ്പെട്ട 
അധികാരങ്ങൾ വിനിയോഗിച്ചു . കേരള ഗവണ്മെൻറ്, 1964 - ലെ കേരള 1 
പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങളിൽ, താഴെപ്പറയുന്ന ഭേദഗതികൾ ഇതിനാൽ വരുത്തിയി 
മിക്കുന്നു, അതായതു : 


ഭേദഗതികൾ 


പ്രവൃത ചട്ടതാളിൽ. 

G) 9 -ാം ചട്ടം 3 ) -ാം ഉപചട്ടത്തിനും മാതോടു ത്ത ക്ലിപൂവേഡനക്കൂ. 
പകരം താഴെ പറയുന്നത് ക്കണം, അതായത്: 

"(8 ) രജിസ്റ്റർ ചെയ്തുകൊടുത്ത ഭൂമി, പതിച്ചുകിട്ടിയ ആയ നിലവിലുള്ളതോ 
കാലാവധി കഴിഞ്ഞതോ ആയ പാട്ടത്തിലോ ആക്ഷേപാർഹമായി കരുത 
പ്പെടാത്ത കയ്യേററം വഴിയായോ നേരത്തെ കൈവശം വച്ചിരിക്കുന്ന സംഗതികളിൽ 
1964 മാർച്ച് 25 -ാം തീയതിക്കു മുമ്പുള്ളകാലത്തായം (പതിച്ചു കിട്ടിയ അത്തരം 
ആളുടെ പക്കൽ നിന്നു പിരിഞ്ഞു കിട്ടാനുള്ള നിരോധന നികുതിയും പിഴയുമോ 
പാട്ടത്തുകയിലുള്ള കുടിശ്ശികയോ ലൈസൻസ് ഫീസാ ഉൾപ്പെടെ ഭൂനികുതിയോ 
അല്ലെങ്കിൽ അതിനു പകരം ചുമത്തിയ ഏതെങ്കിലും നികുതിയോഫീസാ ആയ ) 
ഗവണ്മെൻറിനു വസൂലാക്കാവുന്ന നികുതിക്കുടിശ്ശിക , നിലവിലുള്ള നിരക്കിൽ മൂന 
വർഷത്തെയുള്ള ഭൂനികുതിക്കൊഅതിനു പകരം ചുമ ത്തിയ ഏതെങ്കിലും നിഷ 
തിക്കോ ഫീസിനോ തുല്യമായ പരമാവധിത്തുകയായി ക്ലിപ്തപ്പെടുത്തണം. 1964 
മാർച്ച് 25 -ാം തീയതിക്കു മുമ്പും കൈവശം വച്ചിരുന്ന കാലം മൂന്നു വർഷത്തിൽ 
കുറവാണെങ്കിൽ, പതിച്ചു കിട്ടിയ ആൾ, അങ്ങനെ കൈവശംവച്ച യാഥാ 
കാലത്ത് മാത്രം, മുകളിൽ പ്രസ്താവിച്ച് പ്ര ക ാ ര മു ള്ള നികുതിക്കുടിശ്ശിക 
കൊടുത്താൽ മതി. 

( i) 9 -ാം ചട്ടം, 3 -ാം ഉപചട്ടത്താട്ട 0 (b ണ്ടാമത്തെ ക്രിപൂനിബന്ധന 
യിൽ എന്നു മാത്രമല്ല എന്നതിനു പകരം എന്നാൽ എന്നുചേക്കണം. 

(ii ) I- 9 .അബന്ധത്തിൽ, രജിസ്റ്റർ ചെയ്തു പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കുന്ന ഈ ര 
വിൻറ ഫോറത്തിലെ (10) -- . വ്യവസ്ഥയെ പകരം താഴെപ്പറയുന്നതു ചേക്കണം. 
അതായത്:--- 


"(10 പ rtiിച്ചു കിട്ടിയ ആൾ, ഈ ചട്ടങ്ങളിലെ 9 (8) -ാം ചട്ടത്തിൽ നിർണ്ണ 
യിച്ച പ്രകാരവും പട്ടികയിൽ കാണിച്ച പ്രകാരവും ഗവണ്മെന്റിലേയ്ക്കു വല്ല 
കടിശ്ശികയും അടയ്ക്കാനുണ്ടെങ്കിൽ അതു് അടയ്ക്കുവാൻ ബാദ്ധ്യസ്ഥനായിരിക്കുന്ന 
താകുന്നു, 

ഗവർണ്ണരുടെഉത്തരവുപ്രകാരം, 
ഏ . സമാധവ മേനോൻ, 

സെക്രട്ടറി . 
വിശദീകരണക്കുറിപ്പ്.- ( ഇതു് ഭേദഗതിയുടെയോചട്ടത്തിന്റെയോ ഭാഗമല്ല . 
എന്നാൽ പൊതു ഉദ്ദേശം കാണിക്കുന്നതിനു വേണ്ടിയുള്ളതാകുന്നു.) 

9 -ാം ചട്ടം ( 8) -ാം ഉപചാട്ടത്തിലെ വ്യവസ്ഥകൾ നടപ്പിലാക്കുമ്പോൾ, കേരള 
ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ ചട്ടങ്ങൾ നടപ്പായി വരുന്നതിനു മുമ്പ് കൈവശം വച്ചിരുന്ന 
സംഗതികളിൽ, ഏതുകൈവശക്കാരൻ കൈവശംവെച്ചകാര്യം ഭൂസംരക്ഷണ ആക്റ 
പ്രകാരം പുസ്തകത്തിൽ പതിച്ചിട്ടില്ലയോഅല്ലെങ്കിൽ ഏതു കൈവശക്കാരൻ 
കാര്യം പുസ്തകത്തിൽ പതിക്കുകയും എന്നാൽ യാതൊരു ഉത്തരവും പുറപ്പെടുവിക്കാതി 
രിക്കുകയും ചെയ്തിരിക്കുന്നുവോ ആ കൈവശക്കാരൻ, ഏതൊരാൾ കൈവശംവച്ച 
കാര്യം പുനൂകത്തിൽ പതിക്കുകയും പിഴയും മററും ചുമത്തുകയും ചെയ്തിരിക്കുകയും 
എന്നാൽ , പണം അടയ്ക്കാതെ മനപൂർവ്വം വീഴ്ചവരുത്തുകയും ചെയ്തിരിക്കുന്നുവോ 
അയാളേക്കാൾ കൂടുതൽ കാലാത്തയ ഭൂനികുതിയോ, നി 

ഫീസൽ കൊടു 
ക്കണ്ടതായി വരുന്നു. ഈ വൈരുദ്ധ്യം നീക്കം ചെയ്യാനും യാതൊരു സംഗതി 
യിലും കൈവശക്കാരുടെ പക്കൽ നിന്നും 1964- ലെ കേരള ഭൂമി പതിച്ചുകൊടുക്കൽ 
ചട്ടങ്ങൾ പ്രാബല്യത്തിൽ വന്ന തീയതിക്കു മുമ്പ് അവർ കൈശംവച്ചതിന്നു വനു.. 
ലാക്കുന്ന കുടിശ്ശിക സംഖ്യ. മൂന്നുവർഷത്തേയ്ക്കും കിട്ടാനുള്ള ഭൂനികുതിയിലോ മറ 
നികുതിയിലോ ഫീസിലോ കവിയുന്നില്ലെന്നും ഉറപ്പുവരുത്താനുമാണ് ഈ ദ 
ഗതികൾ കൊണ്ടുദ്ദേശിക്കുന്നത്. 


- - - 


Kerala Gazette No. 40 dated lith October 1956. 


Part II 


NOTIFICATION 
No.A2-5660 /66 /TBO . 

29th September 1965 . 
• Submission of books for consideration 
Authors and Publishers are invited to submit for consideration, suitable 
books for non-detailed study in English for Standard X in schools in the 
State of Kerala . Copies of books suitable for approval in these categories 
need alone be submitted . 

• The book should be of about 80 pages and itmay be a biography or 
a book of travel. 

Further details regarding the book are available from the Syllabi for 
Secondary Schools, copies of which can be had for sale from the Office 
of the Director of Public Instruction , Trivandrum . 

2. Only published books will be considered for prescription . 

3. An application , duly filled up , in the form given at the end of this 
notification should be sent along with each book submitted for 
consideration . 

4 . Authors and Publishers should send ten copies each of the books they 
intend to submit for consideration . 

5. The books are to be sent to the Text Books Officer , Padmavilas, Fort , 
Trivandrum and the last date for receipt is 8-11-1966 . Books received 
after 5 p.m. that day will not be considered . 

6. Books which do not bear the name of the Author, Editor and / or 
Publisher will not be considered . 

7. A scrutiny fee of Rs. 50 (Rs. Fifty ) has to be remitted into a Govern 
ment Treasury in the State under the head “ XXII- F - D - ii " and the chalan 
receipt forwarded along with the application accompanying each book 
submitted for approval. 

8. Government reserve the right to approve a book for a class different 
from the one to which it is proposed by the Authors or Publishers and to 
fix the price thereof or to reject any book . 

9. The undersigned or any Officer authorised by him in this behalf 
reserves the right to discard any book withoutassigning any reason . 

10. In case books are selected for prescription as non -detailed texts the 
authors/publishers shall adliere to the following rules and conditions: 
(i) The Publisher undertaking to print and supply the book prescribed 

as Text Book shall supply the required number of copies ordered by 
the Director of Public Instruction or any other Ollicer authorised 
by him , within the period stipulated by the Department. Irregular 
or late supply will notbe honoured . 
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(ii) The copies shall be delivered at the Government Central Text Books 

Stores, in Trivandrum or in Ernakulam or such other places esmay 
be required by the Director of Public Instruction or any Officer 

authorised by Government. 
(iii) No freight charges shall be allowed in the case of copies of books 

printed in the State. Even in the case of books printed outside the 
State, freight charges shall not be paid unless agreed to beforehand 
by Government. In cases where Government agree to meet freight 
charges, the charges shall be borne by the Publishers in the first 
instance and claimed later from Government with supporting 

vouchers . 
(iv ) The price of each book shall not be higher than the price at which it 

is sold elsewhere . 
(v) The Publisher shall furnish such security asmay be ordered by the 

Government and execute an agreement, in such form as may be 

prescribed . 
( vi ) After a book is presc" ibed as a Text book, the price, paper , type or 

general get up of the book shall not be changed unless under the 

o ders of the Director of Public Instruction , 
(vii) A commission shall be due to the department on the supply of all 

books effected . The rate of such con mission shall be fixed by 

negotiation between Publisher and the Department. 
( viii) Unless otherwise stipulated, the Publisher shall - të ke back unsold 

copies at his own cost. 
( ix ) Claims for payment on account of parchase of copies shall ordinarily 

be settled within two months from the date of supply. 
FORM OF APPLICATION TO ACCOMPANY EACH BOOK 

SUBMITTED FOR CONSIDERATION 
1. Title of the book 
2 . For which standard the book is intended 

Name of the Author 
4 . Name of the Editor 
5 . Name and address of the Publisher 
6 . Name of the press at which printed 
7. Price of the book 
3. Whether the book is an original or a 

revised edition 
9 . Year of the original and the revised 

edition 
10 . If it is a translation : 
(a ) Whether the original has been 

approved 


3 . 


3 


(b ) Whether the translation in the 

originalhas been published and 

approved , and 
(c) Whether the Publisher owns the 

translation right 
11. Whether true copies of documents re 

lating to copyright have been appended 

herewith 
12. Number and date of chalan in which 

scrutiny fee of Rs. 50 was remitted 
and the name of the Treasury in which 

the remittance was made 
Station : 
Date : 

Signature. 

Declaration 
In submitting the application , 1/Wc..... 
dcclare : 
1. That no copyrightmaterial has been used in the book entitled ... 

..or necessary permission (copy of the agreement 
between the author and the publisher should be furnished ) has been obtained 
for the copyright materials that have been used in this book entitled ...... 


2. That in case the book is approved the instructions of the Director of 
Public Instruction or any Officer authorised by him in this behalf in regard 
to any revision , corrections or omissions, in the printing and get up shall 
be complied with . 

3. That in case the book is approved , I/Weare prepared to sell the book 
at the price fixed by Government. 

4. That in case the book is approved , I/We undertake to print and make 
available for sale as many copies as are required not later than two weeks 
after the date of approval. 

5. That the quality , printing and get up of the book put up for sale 
shall be the same as those approved . 
Office of the Director of 

( Sd .) 
Public Instruction , 

Director of Public Instruction . 
Text Books Branch , 
Padmayilas, Fort, 

Trivandrum . 
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PART IV 

NOTIFICATION 
No. 4761/66 /P . 

4th October 1966 . 
Sub - List ofnew Publications - availability of. 
The following publications have been newly added to stock in the 
Publications Stores of the Government Presses at Trivandrum , Ernakulam and 
Shoranur during the months of July and August 1966 . 

GOVERNMENT CE TRAL PRESS , TRIVANDRUMI 


SECTION I 


Acts 


Rs. P. 


0 15 
0 45 
0 85 

75 


0 15 


1 . Kerala Dramatic Performances Act 41/61 Tamil 
2 . T. C. Fisheries Act 34/60 English 
3. Kerala Police Act V /61 English 
4. Land Acquisition sAct 21/62 English 
5 . Kerala Public Service Commission (Additional 

Functions) Act 1963 ( Act 16/64) English 
6 . Pattazhi Devaswom Lands Vesting and Enfranchise 
ment) ( Amdt. Act, 1966 ) Act 5/66 

Bills 
1. Library Development Plan with a draft Library Bill 

for Kerala State . 


0 20 


4 10 


SECTION II 


Rules 


0 20 


1. The Statutory Rules and Notifications of Kerala 1963 

Vol. I ( Price not fixed ) 
2. The Kerala Panchayats (Audit ) Rules (Mal.) 
3 . The Kerala Panchayats (Interpellation of President by 

members , Rules, 1962 – Malayalam . 
4 . The Kerala Panchayats ( Disqualification of 

Candidates and members Rules 1963 English 
5. The Kerala Workmen s Compensation Rules 


0 20 


0 30 
175 


G. 60 / V 


2 


Rs. P. 


SECTION III 
State Administration Report 1964-65 (Price not fixed ) 

SECTION IV 
Labour Manual Vol. I (Price not fixed ) 
Kerala Service Manual Vol. I 

SECTION VI 


170 


Central Government Publications 


1. The Indian Medical Council (Amt.) Act 1964 

Act 24/64 
2 . The Coir Industry (Amt.) Act 1964 (Act 25/64 ) 
3 . Seamen s Provident Fund Act 1966 (Act 4/66 ) 
4. The Asian Development Bank Act 1966 . 
5 . The Kerala Appropriation No. II Act 1966 ( Act 14/66 ) 

SECTION VII 


0 70 
0 50 


3 


33 


Correction Slips 
1 . First List of Corrections, Rulings and Amendments 

to K.S.R. as on 31-10-1965 . 
2 . Second List of corrections to Teasury Code 

SECTION VIII 

Awards 
1. Award No. 27920 /H2/HLD dated 25-4-1966 
2 . 29655 /H2/HLD 

2-5-1966 
3 . 29663/H2/HLD 

2-5-1966 
4 . 29654/H3/66 /HLD 

3-5-1966 
5 . 31215 /H3/66/HLD 

11-5-1968 
6 . 33721/H2/66 /HLD 

20-5-1966 
7 . 33985 /H2/66 /HLD 

23-5-1966 
8 . 35000 /H3/66/HLD 

25-5-1966 
9 . 35409/13/66 /HLD 

25-5-1966 
0 . 36196 /H2/66 /HLD 

31-5-1966 
11 . 36188 /H2/ 56 /HLD 

31-5-1966 
12 . 37357/H2/66/PID 

3-6-1966 


3 


52 


99 


3 


0 10 
0 65 
0 10 
0 10 
0 15 
0 15 
0 10 
0 10 
0 15 
0 15 
0 15 
0 10 


39 


99 


99 


93 


79 


- 


9 ) 


9 


3 


Rs. P. 


Award No. 


33 


> 


93 


99 


9 


93 


3 


99 


: 9 


13 . 
14 . 
15 . 
16 . 
17 . 
18 . 
19 . 
20 . 
21 . 
22 . 
23 . 
24 . 
25 . 
26 . 
27 . 
28 . 
29 . 


23 


37350 /H2/66 /HLD dated 
38029 /H4/66 /HLD 
36996 /H3/66 /HLD 
38545 /H2/66 /HLD 
38543 /H2/66 /HLD 
38546 /H2/66 /HLD 
38236 /H4/66 /HLD 
37359 /H3/66 /HLD 
39807 /H3/66 /HLD 
40185 /H2/66 /HLD 
38860 /H4/66 /HLD 
41093 /H2/66 /HLD 
41112 /H4/66 / HLD 
41113/H4/66 HLD 
41407/H4/66 /HLD 
44580 /H4/66 /HLD 
44568/H2/66 /HLD 

SECTION X 


3-6-1966 
6-6-1966 
7-6-1966 
7-6-1966 
7-6-1966 
7-6-1966 
7-6-1966 
8-6-1966 
14-6-1966 
15-6-1966 
17-6-1966 
18-6-1963 
20-6-1966 
20-6-1966 
20-6-1966 
4-7-1966 
5-7-1966 


23 


0 20 
0 15 
0 10 
0 15 
0 15 
0 10 
0 15 
0 10 
0 15 
0 25 
0 15 
0 10 
0 10 
0 15 
0 15 
0 10 
0 45 


33 


35 


93 


99 


39 


29 


1 


9 


9 


39 


Statistical Hand Book of Kerala 1966 


2 50 


SECTION XI 


I.L.R. Kerala Series July 1966 
I.L.R. Kerala Series August 1966 
Census Hand Book Ernakulam 1965 Ordinary 
Census Hand Book Ernakulam 1965 Delux 
Census Hand Book Cannanore Ordinary 
Census Hand Book Cannanore 1965 Delux 
Census Hand Book Kozhikode 1965 Ordinary 
Census Hand Book Kozhikode Delux 


150 
150 
28 50 
34 00 
24 50 
30 00 
26 00 
31 00 


GOVERNMENT PRESS , ERNAKULAM 
Indian Law Reports (Kerala Series) July 1966 
Indian Law Reports (Kerala Series) August 1966 


150 
1 50 


4 


Rs . P. 


070 


8 40 


0 70 


I 80 


8 70 


9 ) 


99 
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Supplement to the List of Enactments applicable to 
Kerala as on 1-1-1965. 
Administration Report of the Police Department for 
1963 
Administration Report of the Ayurveda College , 
Trivandrum 1963-64 
Admidistration Report of the Village Courts for 
1963-6 + 
Administration Report of the Harijan Welfare 
1963-64 

GOVERNMENT PRESS, SHORANUR 

ent and Ruling to K. S. R. 
up to 31-10-1965 
G.O.Ms. 35 63 

Kannada 
G.O.Ms. 232/63 
G.O. Ms. 6/63 
G. O.Ms. 145/63 
G. O.Ms. 660/53 
G. O.Ms. 267/62 
G. O. Ms. 22463 
G.O. Ms. 74/63 
G. O.Ms. 71263 
G. O. Ms. 24/63 
Act 15/64 
Act 5,64 
G. O. Ms. 959/62 
G. O. Ms. 903/62 
Act 4/64 
Act 14 /6 + 
G. O Ms. 11/63 
The Mappila Marumakkathayam ( Amt. ) Act 1963 
Kannada 
Kerala Revenue Recovery Loans Amendment 
Act 1964 President Act 2/1964 (Kannada) 


9 


0 70 
015 
0 40 

15 
0 30 
015 
0. 10 
0 10 
0 10 
0 10 
0 10 
0 15 
0 15 
0 10 
0 15 
0 25 
0 25 
0 40 


33 
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99 


93 
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0 15 


0 20 
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Rs. Ps. 


1 85 


0 35 


010 


010 


0 10 


Do. 


do . 


0 35 
0 15 
6 15 
0 15 
0 15 
0 35 


Kerala State Agricultural Loan Rules Part II Land 
Improvement Loan (Kannada ) 
Development Department Panchayat G. O. Ms. 
664/62 /ED (Kannada ) 
Development Department Panchayat G. O. Ms. 
784 /62/DD Kannada 
Development Departraent Panchayat 820,62/DD 
Kannada 
Development Department Panchayat 799, 62 /DD 
(Kannada) 
Development Department Panchayats G. O. Is. 
776/62 DD (Kannada) 

15,6 /A & RDD 
Do. do . 

843,62/DD 
Do. do . 

777,62 DD 
Do. do . 

670/62,DD 
Land Assignment Act 
Kerala State Legislature continuance of the use of 
English Language Act 1965 (Kannada) 
Kerala Panchayat Rules G. O. MS. 785,92 /PD 
Kannada 
Kerala Land Development Act 1961 Kannada 
Amendment to Kerala Panchayat Invitation & Dis 
posal of Tenders for Public Works Rules 1963 
Amendment Kcrala Panchayat Election of 
Mernbers Rules 
Amendment to Kerala Panchayat (Acquisition and 
Transfer of Immovable Properties) Rules 63 
Amendnient to Kerala luchayats (Notification 
No. 50073 /PT Spl.63 /DD 
Amendment to Kerala Panchayat Notification No. 
80539 /Pt . Spl./1/63/DD 
Amendinent to Kerala Panchayat Licensing of 
Dangerous and Offensive Trades and Factories 

Rules 1963 
G. 60 / V . 


0 


10 


250 
125 


010 


to 


U 10 


1) 10 


0 10 


0 


0 10 
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Rs. Ps . 


to 


0 10 


0 10 


Amendment Kerala Panchayat Notification 
No. 48882 /Pt. Spl. 1/63 /DD 
Amendment to Kerala Panchayat Notification 
No. 50074 /PT - Spl. 1/63/D . 
Amendment to Kerala Panchayat (Vehicle . tax 
Rules) 1963 
Indian Law Reports (Kerala Series) July 1966 
Indian Law Report (Kerala Series) August 1966 
2nd List of corrections to Kerala Treasury Code 
Amendment to Kerala Panchayat ( Taxation and 
appeal Rules 1963 ) 
Amendment to Kerala Panchayat ( Plan and Estimates 
Rules 1963) 


0 10 
1 50 
1 50 
0 50 


0 10 


. 


0 10 


Office of the Superintendent of 

Government Presses , 

Trivandrum . 


K. SWAMINATHAN , 

Superintendent. 


